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LONDON, APRIL 20, 1867. 
———~—>——— 

WE ARE AUTHORISED to state that the charge of the 
‘Lord Chief Justice to the Grand Jury in the case of the 
indictments lately preferred against Colonel Nelson and 
Lieutenant Brand is about to be published shortly, and 
‘that his Lordship has himself consented to revise the 
shorthand writer’s notes for that purpose. 





WE LATELY MADE some observations upon the designs 
for the new Law Courts, considering the subject, how- 
ever, exclusively from a utiiitarian poiat of view, and 
taking into account simply the comparative aptitude of 
‘the plans to suit the convenience of the profession. 

This consideration still seems to us of such supreme 
‘importance that no question whatever ought to be 
allowed to come, even in the slightest degree, into com- 
petition with it; but as we know that many, even of 
the profession, entertain a strong opinion that the artis- 
tic excellence of the new building ought to be made a 
point of great weight, we have much pleasure in reprodu- 
cing in another column some remarks on this subject 
which have recently appeared in the Builder, and with the 
general effect of which we most heartily concur. We 
trust the Commissioners will not be slow to take the hint 
‘there given. 

While on this subject we may mention as one result of 
‘the circular lately sent round to all the officials in the 
Several courts, asking their opinion on the relative facili- 
‘ties given to the despatch of business in their own offices 
respectively by the several plans; that the Registrars of 
the Court of Chancery have, with one dissentient, deter- 
mined to recommend Mr. Brandon’s design as the most 
suitable to their requirements, We understand that the 
single dissentient had long since (we believe before the 
public had seen any of the plans) announced his deter- 
mination of supporting Mr. Waterhouse’s design. 


WE HAVE RECENTLY called attention to the mode in 
which business is conducted in Chancery chambers, and 
our observations, as we anticipated would be the case, 
have laid us open to a vaciety of criticism, some favour- 
-able and some having an opposite tendency. We by no 
means regret this. We did not expect upon such a sub- 
ject to find a uniformity of opinion and judgment, and we, 
at all events, have furnished evidence of the honesty of 
the views that we expressed by the ready insertion we 
have given to communications, no matter whence they pro- 
ceeded, and have in this instance, as in every other, fur- 
nished proof that we recognize the justice of the princi- 
ple-—audi alterum partem. 

But we shall now refer to what may be regarded as 
another branch of the same subject, and we do so after 
numerous complaints have reached us, It will be con- 
ceded at the outset that so simple a matter as convenience 
is not to be disregarded, even in connection with that 
grander subject—the alministration of justice. By 
what process of reasoning then can the present disposition 
of the chambers attached to the several Courts of Chan- 
cery be defendel? Let us for a moment put aside the 





Rolls’ chambers, because it so happens that the Rolls’ 
Court is at one part of Chancery-lane, distantly removed 
from the other courts at another. In making this ex- 
ception we are not to be understood as admitting the 
necessity for wide separation as regards the chambers. But 
in the case of the chambers of the Vice-Chancellors, surely 
arrangements might be made for their concentration, say 
somewhere in Old-square, where those of Vice-Chancellor 
Stuart are conveniently placed; so that solicitors and 
others who have business in‘them should not be com- 
pelled to travel from Old-square across. to New-square; 
and then, retracing their steps, to a quiet corner in 
Stone-buildings. To be sure, when the projected hall of 
justice is finished, which as yet may be regarded as 
looming somewhat distantly in the future, the manifest 
inconvenience to which we are directing attention will 
be remedied. But, unless there be some obstacle that 
cannot be overcome, why not. set about applying a re- 
medy during the intervening space? Whatever may be 
the healthy diversity of opinion upon most subjects, we 
conceive all must be of accord upon this; and having 
thus briefly ventilated the subject, we leave itin the hope 
that our remarks may lead to that convenience which 
both branches of the legal profession have a fair right to 
expect. 


IN ILLUSTRATION of the point often raised incidentally 
by railway and other companies carrying passengers as 
to whether a ticket issued by the company and paid for 
by a passenger, is a contract without the possession of 
which the rights of the passenger as against the company 
cannot be enforced, and in the absence of which the 
company can demand a fresh payment for a journey, we 
may refer to a decision of Mr. Commissioner Kerr made 
at the Sheriffs’ Court on the 16th inst. The plaintiff in 
this case had taken a return ticket from London to 
Boulogne and back, and his name was entered on the 
company’s books as having taken that ticket. He lost 
the second or return half, and on his arrival in London, 
the company made him pay the return fare. He now 
brought his action to recover the amount so paid. In 
pronouncing his decision, the learned Commissioner said 
that, as the contract was of a personal character, it was 
clear that the mere non-production of the ticket could 
not stop plaintiff’s passage; and, if he had transferred the 
ticket to any other person, the company could have pre- 
vented the passage of that other person. As the facts of 
the case stood, however, he should decide that the plain- 
tiff had personally contracted with the company to be 
taken to Boulogne and brought home again, and the com- 
pany had not fulfilled the terms of their contract. The 
pieces of paper given to the plaintiff when he paid his 
money were merely proof that such money had been paid, 
and could have no effect upon the present judgment. 
The company had taken the plaintiff's money to bring 
him back to London, and they would not bring him back 
until he had paid the money over again. The company 
had no right, this being a personal contract, to enforce 
that second payment; and, therefore, the verdict would 
be for the plaintiff, with costs. 

In like manner, whenever a passenger takes a retarn 
ticket by railway, the contract isa rersonal one in so 
far as the holder of the ticket is not permitted to transfer 
it, and although his name is not taken down ina book 
when he takes his ticket, he has a right to travel for its 
full value. The productionor non-production of a ticket 
may, indeed be taken as prima facie proof of payment or 
non-payment of the fare; but inasmuch as the produc- 
tion of a ticket fraudulently obtained, would vest no 
rights in its holder, so the absense of the ticket is not 
any proof that he has, in the words of the 103rd section 
of the 8 Vict, c. 20, “used the railway without having 
previously paid his fare, and with intent te avoid payment 
thereof.” And this was the principle point in the caseof 
Brvdge v. The Lancashire and Yorkshire Raileay Com- 
pany, referred to last week * The officers of the eom-_ 
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pany had inferred fraud in the plaintiff by reason of his 

not showing a ticket (it will be remembered the plaintiff 

declared he had given it up to the collector), while there 

_ was at hand ample means of showing that he had al- 
ready paid his fare. One of the large companies having 
a terminus in London issues to its season ticket-holders a 

. periodical notice to the intent that, unless an expiring 
ticket is renewed so that the holder is able to present his 
new ticket the first time he travels, he will be charged 
full fare, which will not be returned. That is to say, 
if from any cause whatever, whether through the default 
of the company or otherwise, and even though the pas- 
senger may have paid for his new ticket on ordering it, 
and that, in ample time, yet he will be required to pay 
again for that which the company was already, under 
contract to supply him with. We have never heard of 
this preposterous notice being carried out, but it serves 
well to show the exalted notions such companies hold of 
the powers conferred on them by the Legislature. It 
is not then superflous to declare that a railway ticket is 
not a contract, but only evidence of a contract. 





THE ABOLITION OF ARREST on final process is the ob- 
ject of a bill brought in by the Attorney-Genéral, Mr. 
Secretary Walpole, and the Solicitor-General, and of 
which the short title is “The Judgment Debtors’ Act, 
1867.” By this it is provided that no person shall be 
arrested on final process, nor charged in execution, in a 
civil action, if not in custody, except where judg- 
ment is recovered for more than £20, exclusive of 
costs, as damages in an action for libel, slander, assault, 
battery, seduction, breach of promise of marriage, mali- 
cious arrest, malicious prosecution, malicious trespass, 
malicious injury or malicious felony or prosecution of a 
petition in bankruptey; or where that amount is re- 
covered in an action for debt, and the judge certifies 
that the defendant has been guilty of fraud; or where an 

’ affidavit is filed of the deponent’s belief that the debtor 
is about to depart out of England. In order, we suppose, 
to obviate the delay ordinarily occurring in applications 
for a writ of ca. sa. where a debtor is about to depart 
out of England, power is given to country bankruptcy 
commissioners, county court judges, judges of local courts 
of record having jurisdiction in actions over £20, re- 
corders, police or stipendiary magistrates, or any two 
county justices, to issue a warrant for the arrest of a 

’ debtor upon the application of the person entitled to sue 
out a writ, and upon proof on oath of the deponent’s be- 
lief that the debtor is about to depart out of England. 
This warrant is to be only auxiliary to the process by 
writ of capias, and is only to be in foree for seven days. 
Whether arrest takes place under the warrant or not, the 
applicant must at once sue out his writ of ca. sa. and 
serve it on the debtor within seven days from the date of 
the warrant. A person in custody under a ca. sa. is to 
be entitled to his discharge at any time on payment of 
the debt and costs, and of the proper fees and charges, or 
at the end of six months on payment of the fees and 
charges alone ; but the arrest is not to be a satisfaction 
of the debt, nor to lessen the creditor’s rights and reme- 
die: for recovering the debt by proceedings against the 
debtor’s property, nor deprive him of the benefit of any 
eharge or security on the debtor’s properly. Prisoners 
in custody at the commencement of the Act are to be 
en‘itled to their discharge under the Act. 

No attachment for non-payment of any sum of money 
is to be issued out of any court of law or equity without 
a special order of the Court from which the attachment 
issues, but if the amount the debtor has failed to pay is 
over £50 the creditor may sue out a judgement-debtor 
summons ont of the Court of Bankruptcy requiring the 
de'stor to appear and be examined respecting his ability 
to satisfy the demand, A judgment debtor summons 


may also be sued out for the same purpose in respect of 
. Judgments at law for a sum excecding £50. If the 
debtor refuses to be sworn, or when sworn to answer any 





question, he may be committed without bail for the con-- 
tempt. 

These are shortly the principal provisions of this very 
important bill, but it includes, besides the minor details 
necessary for carrying them out, certain regulations with 
respect to the sale of goods taken in execution by the 
sheriff, and also as regards warrants of attonrey, cognovits, 
and orders for judgment, and: will upon the whole, if 
passed, effect a very extensive alteration in the law of 


arrest. It will be observed that six months is the. 


longest time anyone can be detained in prison simply for 


a debt, and that his discharge from prison does not dis- 


charge the debt. 

THE GREAT CASE of Ldmunds v. Brougham, better 
known as “the Edmunds’ Scandal,” it seems, has been 
compromised. The cause stands second in the paper of 
Vice-Chancellor Stuart, for Wednesday, April 24th ; but, 
according to the statement of Mr. Higgins, when he ap- 
plied to have it specially fixed, it is only to be mentioned 
in order that the terms of compromise may be formally. 
ratified. 

THE BLUE-BOOK of Mr. Watkin’s committee on the 
Limited Liability question, when published, will be 
worth reading. In addition to the evidence of Mr. 
Church, which we noticed last week, the committee, who. 
had already had before them the evidence of Lord 
Romilly, have now had the advantage of the experience 
and acumen of the Vice-Chancellor Wood. The opinions 
expressed by Lord Romilly agreed substantially with 
those of Mr. Church. Vice-Chancellor Wood made some. 
important suggestions and remarks with reference to: 
prospectus, articles of association, variation between 
these documents, and the effects of misrepresentation. 
To examine his Honour’s suggestions in detail would, 
however, encroach too much upon our space, With re- 
spect to a county court jurisdiction in the matter of 
winding-up, the Vice-Chancellor approved of the idea, as 
far as concerned winding-up voluntarily or under super- 
vision. His Honour’s opinions were also asked respecting 
reductions of capital, and respecting purchases of their 
own shares by companies. Upon the first of these sub- 
jects, he thought it should be sufficient if notice were 
given to each creditor of the intention to reduce the 
company’s capital, that intention being at the same time- 
properly advertised in the newspapers, With reference 
to the purchase by a company of its own shares, he was 
of opinion that such transactions should be authorisable 
only by a specific vote of the shareholders, and that 
shares bought by a company should be registered in ita 
own name, and no vote attach in respect thereof, This. 
latter topic is one of much importance, for it must be 
admitted that the purchase by a company of its own 
shares militates directly against the rights of creditors. 
It is to be hoped that the committee will thoroughly 
consider this question; there are those who think that no 
company should be permitted in any case to become @ 
purchaser of its own shares, and there is much to be said 
upon their side of the question. A purchase by a limited 
company of its own shares amounts, in effect, to a reduc-- 
tion of the capital, so far as the security of creditors is 
concerned. We are speaking, of course, with reference 
to cases in which the shares are not paid-up, In strict 
fairness to creditors, the liability in respect of shares pur- 
chased by the company itself should be apportioned 
amongst the members of the company, in addition to 
their existing liability ; but then this would probably be 
regarded as an infringement of the very principle of 
Limited Liability. Ic is not.very unusual for the articles- 
of Association to contain a clause empowering the directors 
to purchase, on behalf of the company, its own shares ; 
and in addition to this, prescribing that the shares so- 
purchased, shall thereon become extinguished, Now it 
seems probable that the last half of such a clase might be 
invalid as against creditors ; but wherever @ purchase of 
its own shares is made by a company, it is certainly 
unjust to creditors that the security, which up to the 
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time of the purchase, had enured for their benefit, arising 
from the liability of certain persons to calls in respect of 
those shares,—should be suddenly swept away. We 
throw it. out asa suggestion, whether, if companies are 
to be allowed to purchase their own shares, the directors 
should not be liable, personally, for the calls on those 
shares, in the event of the assets of the company derivable 
from other sources, proving insufficient for the discharge 
of its liabilities: a sort of partial importation of one of 
the incidents affecting the French Societé en Commandite. 
We trust, by the way, that Mr. Watkia’s committee will 
obtain the evidence of some persons well qualified to 
report upon the -working of the French Code in the 
matter of Joint Stock enterprise. 





CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT BILL. 

The House of Commons, full of great bills and exten- 
sive measures, is threatening to set everything to rights 
for us, from its own most august self, at one end of the 
scale, to the cabmen and c-stermongers of the London 
streets, at the other; and amidst the crowd of big 
brothers there is some danger of unobtrusive little mea- 
sures, which are merely designed to simplify the working 
of the legal machine, being jostled out of sight; we trust 
the bill brought in by Mr. Russell Gurney, and Mr. Cole- 
ridge may escape this fate. It professes to be “a bill to 
remove some defects in the administration of the 
Criminal Law,” and by its first section it proposes to re- 
strict the operation of 22 & 23 Vict. c. 17 (the Vexatious 
Indictments Act) s. 1, which enacts, that in cases of per- 
jury, conspiracy, false pretences, keeping gambling or 
disorderly houses, or indecent assault, no bill shall be pre- 
sented or found unless one of four requisites be com- 
plied with, viz., either the prosecutor must have been 
bound over to answer the charge, or the consent of a 
judge, or of the attorney or solicitor-general, must have 
been obtained, or, in cases of perjury, the prosecu- 
tion must have been directed by a court or judge, or 
a public functionary within 14 & 15 Vict. c. 100. 
The object of this enactment was to prevent malicious 
prosecutions, which were instituted without any real 
chance of success, either to extort money, or on the 
principle that where much mud is thrown some of it 
will be sure to stick. In practice, however, it was found 
that the Act extended to cases not falling within the 
mischief it was intended to remedy, and, not unfre- 
quently, what was meant as a safeguard to the innocent 
turned out to be a protection to the guilty, and a hin- 
drance to the administration of justice. This defect the 
present bill seeks to remedy by allowirg indictments 
with counts for any of the offences mentioned in the 
Vexatious Indictments Act, if they be such as may now 
be lawfully joined with the rest of the indictment, and 
if, in the opinion of the Court, they are founded on what 
is disclosed in the depositions, duly taken and trans- 
mitted ; and it is further proposed, in the amplest terms, 
that any bill of indictment may be found by a grand 
jury if presented with the consent of the Court before 
which it may be preferred. In this nineteenth century 
we may surely trust our courts to exercise such a discre- 
tion as this wisely, and for the public benefit. 

The second section proposes that, where the grand 
jary throw out the bill against a person who has not 
been committed or held to bail, or where such person is 
acquitted by the petty jury, the Court, if it thinks there 
was no reasonable cause for the indictment, may order 
the prosecutor to pay the costs of the accused. So 
simple a measure of justice speaks for itself, and the ob- 
vious result of it must be a diminution in civil actions 
for malicious prosecution. There can be but few engaged 
in the working of the criminal law who kave not some- 
times had to blush at the scandal of an innocent man 
being mulcted in the costs of his defence, while his ac- 
cuser draws on the public purse for the gratification of 
his malice. The bill then goes on to provide, in effect, 
that after the accused has been asked the questions 





enjoined in the 18th section of Jervis’s Act (11 & 12 
Vict. c. 42), the justices shall ask him if he wishes to 
call any witnesses, and his answer is to be taken down 
and be evidence against him; and if he does call wit- 
nesses, their evidence is to be taken and they are to be 
bound over, just as is now the case with witnesses for 
the prosecution; and the Court is to be at liberty to 
allow the expenses of such witnesses at the trial, and 
also at petty sessions, if they have obtained a certificate 
from one of the justices. It is so clear that the accused 
ought to have the same advantage as his accuser, that 
it is difficult to suggest any objection that can be made 
to these provisions, except possibly on the ground of ex- 
pense; but asthese expenses are to be in the discretion 
of the Court, we cannot believe that even the late Mr. 
Hume would have grudged a payment which the country 
would only be called on to make in the case of honest 
and bond side defences. A House of Commons which 
lavishes a subsidy on an ironclad can scarcely refuse to 
sanction what will probably be a trifling expenditure, 
and will certainly be a considerable boon to the poorer 
classes. When the bill goes into committee a section 
might be well added to it, empowering the Court to allow 
the costs of prosecution in all cases of misdemeanour 
without exception. The bill next extends the use of 
a deceased witness’s deposition, under 11 & 12 Vict. c. 42, 
s. 17. After reciting that it may not be practicable or 
permissible to take the deposition of a sick person so as 
to make it available in case of his death, it provides a 
machinery by which, whenever a person is dangerously 
ill, and, in the opinion of a registered medical practitioner, 
not likely to recover, and able and willing to give mate- 
rial evidence relating to any indictable offence, a justice 
may take his evidence, after notice to the person against 
whom it is intended to be used; and in the event 
of the deponent’s death it may be put in at the trial, 
either for or against the accused. We were not aware of 
the defect which this provision is. intended to remedy, 
but it must be admitted that the opinion of so experi- 
enced a judge as the Recorder of London is.good eyvi- 
dence of its existence. The seventh and last section of 
the bill is an inevitable consequence of 24 & 25 Vict. c. 
66, which extended the -provisions of the Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1854, allowing witnesses with consci- 
entious scruples to make a solemn affirmation instead of 
taking an oath, to criminal as well as civil proceedings. 
It is now proposed to extend this to jurors in both civil 
and criminal cases. The bill has already passed its second 
reading; it is brought in by two eminent lawyers sitting 
on opposite sides of the House, and, if not jostled ont_of 
sight by larger measures, we see no reason to doubt its 
becoming law, and that without any material alteration 
in its enactments. 

Since the above remarks were written the provisions 
of the bill have been considered in committee, but we 

ieve they remain substantially identical with those 
originally proposed. 

LAND TENURES IN OUDH. 

_ It is instructive to observe the application of legal 
principles in an early stage of ‘civilization, and therefore 
we may usefully draw attention to a blue-book of consi- 
derable bulk which contains the reports of an inquiry 
held by officers of the Indian Government into rights of 
occupancy in the province of Oudh. Acting on the pre- 
cedent of other settlements made by British power in 
India of conquered territory, the annexation of Oudh 
was followed by an inquiry and record, which ascertained 
proprietary rights, and adjusted the revenue payable out 
of the province to the State. It appears that British 
officers have grown wiser in this matter by experience, 
and conclusions which, in previous inquiries, were not 
only adopted but applauded, have been, on farther inves- 
tigation, put aside, as unsupported by the evidence which 
has been taken in courts held for that purpose in 
various districts. 

The condition of land ownership in Oudh may be de- 
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scribed generally by saying that there was a class of 
feudal chieftains, some Hindoos¥and some Mahomedans, 
who were holders of large estates, and farmers of revenue 
of districts adjacent to their résidences. These chieftains 
are called talookdars, and they correspond nearly to the 
class of zemindars, of which we have heard in connec- 
tion with the land settlements of other provinces. The 
zemindar sometimes appears as lord of the soil, and 
sometimes as a mere collector of taxes for the State, and 
it raay be doubted whether this variation in his position 
hag arisen from actual difference of circumstances, or 
from the different views taken of those circumstances by 
investigating officers. The supposed advantage of what 
has been called the zemindaree, or aristocratic, system of 
tenure, as contrasted with the tenure of ryots, or peasant 
proprietors, in India, has been a favourite subject of dis- 
cussion with political economists, and it may be sus- 
pected that the conclusions of inquiring officers have 
sometimes been shaped with reference rather to what, in 
their opinion, ought to be, than to what really was. How- 
ever, in truth, the talookdars were unmistakeably owners 
of large portions of the land, and they had rights or 
powers over other large portions. There’ were other 
owners of small estates, and there was the large class of 
cultivators, with regard to whom the question was 
whether they were mere occupiers, or possessed proprie- 
tary rights. In the north-western provinces it was de- 
termined that the cultivators were proprietors, but in 
Oudh, under circumstances nearly similar, it has been 
determined that they are occupiers. This conclusion was 
arrived at after holding open courts of inquiry in selected 
villages; and it must be allowed that the inquiring 
officers, although their knowledge of legal principles was 
by no means profound, displayed a very creditable pro- 
ficiency in the art of conducting inquiry so as to elicit 
truth. The reports of these inquiries, given in the blue- 
book, are good examples of the simple and primitive 
method of transacting judicial business which is neces- 
sarily adopted to a great extent by British functionaries 
in India, and they furnish an amusing contrast to the 
elaborate and highly technical reports with which our 
readers are more familiar. The settlement officer ap- 
points a day to hold his court in a particular village, 
and summons the occupiers of land before him, They 
appear, and they all claim to haye held the same land 
at the same rent since they came into the village. 
Some of them state that their families have held the 
same land for a hundred years; but “ they all disclaim 
any proprietary title,’ and the talookdar’s representative 
claims for his master full power to oust his tenants or 
raise their rents at his pleasure. The settlement officer 
concludes that “there is no trace of tenant-right here. 
It is not claimed, except under the idea that it is a 
necessary consequence of English government.” It may 
be suspected on first meeting with such a phrase as 
“they all disclaimed any proprietary title,” that the in- 
quiring-officer may have been too hasty in ascribing to the 
villagers who came before him expressions which they 
could but imperfectly understand; but it appears that 
these officers took very considerable pains to make the 
purport of their inquiries understood, and they pro- 
secuted those inquiries, not only in courts held for that 
purpose, but also among individual cultivators whom 
they encountered in the ficlds or by their wells. It was 
generally admitted that the talookdar could eject the cul- 
tivators or raise their rent in the King’s time, but a 
notion seemed to prevail that it would be different under 
British rule. Some of the cultivators stated that if the 
talookdars oppressed them they could have complained 
to the chukladar, or collector of the King’s revenue; 
but when they were asked to mention a case in which the 
chuckladar had listened to the complaint, they answered 
that.they could not. Yet-there.were some remedies for 
oppression and extortion even under the barbarous rule 
of the kings of Oudh: If the chukladar demanded too 
much rent from the talookdar, he took up arms; and 
if the talookdar squeezed the ryot too closely, he ran 








away. There was this great. check upon the landlord’s 
exactions, that he could not do without his tenant, 
whereas the tenant could get Jand elsewhere. And land- 
lords were further restrained by a rude sort of public 
opinion which existed even in Oudh. A tenant stated 
to the inquiring officer that he had “a cultivator’s right 
—that is, a right to fill his belly.” Another stated that 
“he had done so much in tilling and manuring that it 
would be a shame to turn him out; he would not live if 
he were ousted.”” Upon the estate of a Hindoo talookdar 
public opinion was reinforced by religion. A cultivator 

of one of the higher castes would threaten, if his rent 

were raised, to destroy himself; and the talookdar’s fear 

as to the safety of his own soul would secure a Brahman 

in his occupation upon easy terms. “Brahmans got 
lands at low rates for the good of the donor in a 
future state.” Even if the talookdar were a Mahomedan 

he probably could not venture to throw. the Hindoo com- 

munity among which he dwelt into consternation by 

driving a Brahman to execute his threat of ripping him- 

self open or jumping down a well. 

It appears that the present tendency of opinion among 
British officers in India is in favour of interfering as 
little as possible with land tenures, It is stated that 
only a minority of the cultivators or their descendants, who 
were recorded as in possession at the settlement of the 
north-western p ovinces will be found in possession now; 
and that, whatever is done by British officers, the proprietor 
always can, and always will, get rid of his unpopular 
tenants by stopying their supplies of water, wood, 
grass, &c. We thus find another correcting influence at 
work, which neither our lawyers nor our_ political 
economists would be likely to take beforehand into 
account, The transitions through which land tenures in 
India are passing under our eyes may enable us to 
understand better the history of land tenures in Europe, 
and thus to trace the process by which our own existing 
law of real property was formed. The talookdars of 
Oudh, and the zemindars of other provinces of India, 
constitute a territorial aristocracy, but, from various 
causes, we find some of them enjoying great possessions 
and extensive jutisdictions, others representing the cen- 
tral Government in their respective districts, and others, 
again, retaining a merely honorary dignity. The com- 
parison is obvious between this class and the counts and 
dukes of Europe, who sometimes have been beneficial 
owners of the districts from which they took their titles, 
more commonly have been defenders of the districts in 
war and rulers of them in peace, and now are, for the 
most part, no more than a titular nobility, having 
perhaps no connection whatever with the locality from 
which they take their titles, A more striking similarity, 
however, will be observed between a talook in Oudh 
and an English manor. The copyholders of a manor 
did originally hold literally at the will of the lord, and 
now they have estates as secure and almost as valuable 
as freehold. One of the inquiring officers in Ondh 
arrived at the conclusion that the cultivators held, under 
native rule, the position of serfs or villeins; and we have 
seen that under that. rule the talookdar could do as he 
liked, although a notion prevailed among the peasantry that 
he would be restrained from doing g0 by the “ beneficent ” 
authority of Britain. In the north-western and other pro- 
vinces, that authority, whether beneficent or otherwise, has 
converted cultivators, having no more right than in Oudh, 
into proprietors; thatis, it has done, by holding a court and 
making an entry on a record, that which in England has 
been the work of ages—viz., the conversion of tenants 
at will into tenants haying an interest almost as bene- 
ficial as a fee simple. Again, when we hear of cultiva- 
tors of a few. fields, whose fathers have cultivated the 
same before them, and who urge, that they ought not to 
be turned. out so Jong as they. pay the accustomed rent, 
we seem to, be listening to an argument, in, fayour, of 
Irish tenant right.*. It issearcely necessary, te point out 





* 7,e.—Of tenant right as ¢¢. exists in Ulster, not of tenant 
right as claimed in Parliament for Ireland.—Ed, 8. J. 
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that for Indian civil servants, who are likely to be called > enorfious labour and anxiety involved in such a competi- 


upon to consider questions of land tenure, a knowledge 
of the principles of real property law is indispensable. 
The inquiring officers in Oudh showed some knowledge 
of law, and a good deal of natural sagacity, which 
enabled them, for the most part, to avoid blundering 
through ignorance. It is creditable to them that they 
held fast by facts, and were not led away into imagining 
a state of things conformable to any theory of what 
ought to be. ‘ 


THE LAW COURT DESIGNS.* 


No one who visits the designs for the proposed new 
Palace of Justice, now exhibiting in Lincoln’s Inn- 
square, can fail to be struck with the amount of skill 
shown in the arrangement of the plans, the beauty of the 
drawings, and the mastery over the details of Gothic art 
which they all display. Probably no similar exhibition 
in recent times has given evidence of so high and uniform 
a degree of merit as this one displays. With all this the 
effect produced on my mind by the examination of the draw- 
ings is one of extreme despondency as regards the posi- 
tion and prospects of architectural art in this country, 
and as the subject is one of public interest, I should like 
an opportunity of explaining how this feeling arises in 
the presence of so much real ability. 

It is easy to see that our present admiration of Gothic 
att arises from a réaction against the still more absurd 
classical art of the last century. When, in the sixteenth 
century, all the world went wild in admiration of classical 
literature and classical art, architecture naturally fell 
into the same trap; and the system of education in our 
universities and public schools has done all that could be 
done to perpetuate the delusion to the present day. The 
classical system has broken down at last, but substituting 
one falsehood for another does not, unfortunately, make 
a truth; and if it were absurd to attempt to restore the 
atts of Italy as they existed about the time of the Chris- 
tian era, it is scarvely less absurd to suppose that the 
arts of the feudal system in the middle ages are 
suited to the wants of civilized England in the nineteenth 
century. 

But to turn from these generalities. It may be asked 
where is the escape from the present difficulty ? An 
immediate cure to a molady of such long standing is of 
course impossible; but supposing the commissioners had 
inserted in their instructions a clause to the following 
effect? —* We do not pretend to dictate the choice of style 
to the competing architects, but no pointed arches and 
no classical pillars will, under any circumstances, be 
tolerated.” Or suppose the judges were now to say to 
any of the eleven, “‘ We accept your plan, and ‘approve 
generally of your elevation, but we insist that wherever 
you have put a pointed arch yon shall turn a round one.’ 
This might necessitate some, but not any great, altera- 
tions in the design, and it would not effect all that is 
required; but it wonld dothis, it wonld get rid of the 
masquerade of Medixvalism. The griffins and gur- 
goyles, and all the unhuman figures, would take flight to 
the realms where they were created. There would beno 
longer any reason why modern art and modern elegance 
should not beintroduced. The nineteenth century might 
be ‘acknowledged, and the architect, freed from the 
trammels of archaeology, would far more easily suit his 
design to the purposes for which it is required. No 
doubt he would cry out lustily, at first, that his design 
was spoilt. In ten or twenty years hence, when the 
Gothie mania has passed, with crinolines and chignons, 
to the limbo of all untruthful fashions, he would re- 
joice that he had been saved from what all probably 
will then acknowledge to have been an absurdity. 

It may be asked,—If this is so, why did not the com- 
petitors see it, and some of them, at least, try what com- 
mon sense could do in the preparation of a design? The 
answer is‘ only too easy. . If any man undertakes the 








*From the Builder. 








tion as this, he is bound to use every means in” his 
power to iusure his success. In the present instance it 
was known that some of the judges had a sentimental 
veneration for the Middle Ages, and that others were so 
entirely innocent of any knowledge of the subject they 
were appointed to decide upon, that they would be led 
away by any fashionable cry or influenced by any en- 
thusiast who got access to them. The competitors knew 
that Gothic was the prevailing fashion of the day, and 
the one most likely to win, and Gothic consequently all’ 
the designs are. ; 

An architect would simply be throwing away his 
chance who, on entering on such acompetition as this, 
would set himself down to think only of how he could 
best arrange his design according to the principles of 
common sense, and then how he could most appropriately: 
ornament itso as to express its purpose and its age. 
Who is there to appreciate such thoughtful conscien- 
tiousness? On the other hand, the public have within 
the last thirty or forty years, learnt the rudiments of: 
Gothic desigu. They have réached that schoolboy stage 
of knowledge which considers a correct copy the highest’ 
intellectual attainment, and are proud of showing their: 
knowledge by saying this feature is correct, or there is 
no authority for that detail. 

Among much that is discouraging there is one circum- 
stance connected with this competition that seems to- 
afford a ray of hope. Noone is quite satisfied with it. 
In spite of all the talent displayed, and the beauty of the 
drawings, it has been impossible to get up any enthu- 
siasm about it in any quarter. Preisiizte 

This feeling of “mal aise” on the mind of the 
public with regard to the competition is most hope- 
ful. So soon as educated men begin to think about it 
the battleis half won. When men ask why architecture’ 
alore shou'd stand still, and retrograde in an age of pro~ 
gress, and find that no satisfactory answer can be given, 
they will demand something else. When they demand 
it will be surely obtained. There is an abundance of 
talent in the profession, but till the public are convinced 
that Gothic spires and Grecian porticos are both 
equally absurdities when erected in the nineteenth century, 
they must be content with such imitative shams. It 
will be easy to do better things so soon as there is taste 
sufficient to appreciate a good thing when done. Let us 
hope that the day may not be far off when this may be 
the case. J. F. 





THE JAMAICA PROSECUTIONS. 

The results of the Jamaica prosecutions are not to 
be measured by the fact that the Grand Jury have 
ignored the bills against Culonel Nelson and Lieutenant 
Brand. It is not a trifling gain to have called forth so 
powerful and emphatic a reassertion of the grant histori- 
cal principles of English liberty as that contained in 
Lord Chief Justice Cockburn’s charge. No reasonable 
person wished to see the prisoners punished for acts 
which, however deplorable, were probably committed 
in good faith. What was chiefly wanted was to have 
some authoritative declaration put on record that such 
acts, though they may be excused, can never be justified; 
and that they deserve not praise, but pardon. In this re- 
spect the charge of the Lord Chief Justice left nothing 
to be desired.* It swept away all those theories of the 
right of the Sovereign to proclaim martial law at his 
pleasure, which have of late been so complacently 
preached, while it went step by step through the’ whole 
history of Mr. Gordon’s arrest, trial, and execution, and 
proved each one of them to be more abitrary and more 





* We are credibiy informed that when the grand jury returned 
‘* No true bill” in these eases, the Lord Chief Justice was the 
most astonished mae in court. We believe he imtended to 
leave no doubt of his opinion that the bills ought to be found, 
though his great anxiety to put prominently forward every 
excuse that could fairly be urged for the prisoners, may have 
provented the grand jury from appreciating this.—Ed. S. J. 
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illegal than the other. | The governor of Jamaica 
will certainly be without excuse if he confounds helpless 
prisoners. with armed rebels, and sees in the restoration 
of. order no reason for the restoration of law.— Chronicle. 





. Parrtes To A Suir ror SpeciFic PERFORMANCE. 
’ De Hoghton vy. Money, L.J., 15 W. BR. 214. 

It has long been settled as a general rule that the parties 
t a contract are the only proper parties to a suit for its 
specific performance. The leading case on this point is 
that of.Zasker vy. Smail,; 3 My. & Or. 68. Lord Cotten- 
ham, in his judgment in that case, said :—“In equity, 
as well as at law, the contract constitutes the right, and 
regulates the liabilities,.of the parties. . . . . It is 
obvious that persons strangers to the contract, and, there- 
fore, neither. entitled: to the right, nor subject to the 
liabilities. which arise out-of it, are as much strangers to 
@ proceeding to enforce the execution of it as they are to 
a'proceeding to recover damages for the breach of it.” 

This rule is not, however, without some exceptions. 
One of the mostimportant.exceptions appears to be where 
@ purchaser, froma vendor who has made a previous con- 

of the property, which is alleged by the purchaser 

to be a voluntary conveyance, files a bill against the ven- 
dor for the specific performance of the contract for pur- 
chase, and seeks at the same time to have it declared 
that the previous conveyance was voluntary, and there- 
fore void by statute as against a subsequent purchaser 
value. In:such a case it seems that the persons who 
im under the alleged voluntary conveyance may and 
onght to be parties tothesuit. With reference to this point 
Mr. Fry, in his treatise on specific performance, says 
(@®. 39).:-—* So, in the case of purchases froma volun- 
tary settlor, where the contract is enforced by a pur- 
chaser, it seems proper to make defendants not only the 
vendor, but the trustees of the settlement and the per- 
sons beneficially interested under it.” The authority cited 
for this proposition is Willats v. Busby, 5 Beav. 198, and 
there the point does not appear to have been argued. In 
that:case a purchaser from a voluntary settlor filed his 
bill for. specific performance against the settlor, the 
cesteuz, que trust under the, settlement, and the trus- 
tees. The only question which appears to have been 
argued was whether any decree eould be made in the 
absence of one cestui que trust who was out of the 
jurisdiction of the Court. In the recent case of Townend 
v. Zoher, 14 W. R.-806,L. B., 1 Ch. App. 446, however, 
the objection was distinctly raised that -persons not 
parties to the contract ought not to be made parties to.a 
suit for its specific performance. In that case the ven- 
dor, Miss Toker, in the year 1853, conveyed certain pro- 
perty to the use of herself for life, with remainder to the 
common dower uses in fayour of her nephew Mr. P. C. 
Toker. The conveyance was expressed to be inconsidera- 
tion of natural love and affection, arid also of a covenant 
entered into by thenephew. In 1863 Miss Toker entered 
into a contract for the sale of the property to Mr. Town- 
end, the plaintiff in the suit, The conveyance of 1853 
caused a difficulty in the completion of the purchase. 
The purchaser required the concurrence of Mr. P. C. 
Toker in the conveyance to him, and this was refused, 
The purchaser thereupon filed his bill for specific per- 
formanee against the aunt and the nephew, insisting 
that the conveyance of 1853 was purely voluntary, and 
that the nephew ought to join in conveying the property 
tohim. Miss Toker did not resist specific performance, 
and she alleged that the conveyance of 1853 was a yolun- 
tary one. Mr. P. C. Toker, on the other hand, insisted 
fiat that conveyance was made for value, either by reason 
of the covenant on his part contained in it, or in conse- 
quence of certain other dealings disclosed by his answer. 
The Master of the Rolls held that the conveyance of 1858 
Was voluntary, and he decreed specific performance of 
the agreement with the plaintiff, and ordered that the 
nephew should concur in conveying the property to him, 
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On appeal this decision was reversed, and the bill was 
dismissed, the Lords Justices being of opinion that the 
conveyance to the nephew was supported by sufficient 
consideration. One of the arguments, however, which 
was very strongly urged by the counsel for the nephew 
upon the appeal was that, even if the conveyance to him 
was voluntary, he was not a proper party to the suit, 
being no party to the contract with the purchaser, and, 
moreover, that no relief against the nephew was neces- 
sary to the purchaser, inasmuch as if the conveyance 
to the nephew was-voluntary, it was by the statute ipso 
facty void against a subsequent purchaser ‘for value, 
Upon this point Lord Justice Turner said,—“It is not 
necessary for us, in my opinion, to .decide this point, nor 
doI mean to bind myself to any final opinion upon it, 
but the strong inclination of my opinion is that this 
objection on the part of the appellant cannot be main- 
tained. Itis no doubt true that in ordinary cases of 
suits for specific performance the vendor and purchaser 
arethe only proper and necessary parties to the suit,- 
but in a case of this description the settlement, if volun- 
tary, is fraudulent and void against the purchaser, who 
is, of course, entitled to the best title which the vendor 
can make, and must, it should seem, be entitled to have 
the question tried whether the settlement is voluntary or 
not. . That is aquestion which cannot be tried between 
the vendor and the persons interested under the settle- 
ment, for the settlement is binding upon the vendor. 
It is a question which canbe tried only by the 
purchaser, and if itis to be tried. with him, I see no reason 
why it should not be tried in a suit for specific perform- 
ance rather than be made the subject of a distinct and 
separate suit, the more so as it is a question which affects 
the validity no less than the performance of the contract. 
Such a case does not, it is to be observed, stand upon the 
same footing as the ordinary case, in which it is doubtful 
whether the vendor has power to sell, and in which the 
Court. might dismiss the bill upon the ground of that 
doubt. For to deal with « case like the present, upon 
that. footing, would go far to destroy the effect of the 
statute as applied.to voluntary settlements, as no pur- 
chaser would take the title without being satisfied that 
the settlement was invalid against him, and it would 
therefore, to say the least, be difficult to effect any sale of 
property comprised in sucha settlement. There is enough, 
therefore, as it seems to me, to distinguish cases of this 
description from the ordinary cases of specific performance; 
but, at all events, it appears to have been the constant 
practice of the Court, to make persons interested under 
settlements alleged to be voluntary parties to suits of this 
description, and I am not disposed to alter the practice,” 
This passage of his Lordship’s judgment seems to state 
very clearly the reasons for the deviation, in cases of this 
kind, from the ordinary rule as to the proper parties to a 
suit for specific performance, though we fear the effect of 
this deviation, as well as of other decisions upon the 
statute 27 Eliz.,c. 4, is to change that statute from one 
for the protection of purchasers, for which we imagine it 
was originally intended, into one for enabling voluntary 
settlors to get rid of the consequences of their own de- 
liberate acts, if they should happen to change their minds. 
Though, however, the Courts recognize this deviation 
from the ordinary rule, they will not extend it further 
than is absolutely necessary. The principal case affords 
an illustration of this. In that case, Mr, Cotton, who was 
a publican, carrying on business at the Royal Standard 
Tavern, in Hoxton, and also an officer in a regiment of 
volunteers, on the 11th March, 1862, wrote a letter to 
Mr, Money, who was the lieutenant-colonel of the regi- 
ment, in which he stated his willingness to give to the 
regiment the entire use of a piece of land, of which he 
held a lease, and which adjoined the tavern, for the purpose 
ofadrill-ground. The regiment was to pay £1‘a-year for 
the use of the ground, and to level the ground properly, and 
all the covenants of Cotton’s lease were to be binciag upon 
and fulfilled by the regiment. On receiving this letter, 
Money signed it himself and had it.stamped as a lease. 
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‘The regiment took possession of the ground, and used it 
‘as their drill-ground, and paid the rent of £1 up to the 
year 1864, On'the 24th May in that year the plaintiff, 
who was the colonel of the regiment, entered into a 
written ‘agreement with Cotton for the for 
£550, of the piece of land, and all Cotton’s interest in 
it, “without ‘any reservation whatsoever, except as to 
a disputed right, claimed by Lieutenant-Colonel Money” 
in respect of ‘the above-mentioned letter. On the same 
day Motiey served notices on ‘the plaintiff and on Cotton 
that’ ‘he claimed’ the land under the letter of March, 
1862 ; ‘and ‘on ‘the 10th June, 1864, Money executed a 
deed purporting to assign the land to himself and one 
Hook, as trustees for the regiment. The plaintiff then 
filed ‘his bill against: Money, Hook, and Cotton, and 
thereby alleged that the letter of March, 1862, was im- 
properly, and by undue ‘influence, obtained from Cotton, 
and prayed a declaration that it was void, and that it 
and the deed of June, 1864, might be delivered up to 
be cancelled ; that the ent of May, 1864, might 
be specifically performed, and that the defendants might 
be ordered to assign the land to the plaintiff free from the 
claim of Money. Cotton did not resist specific perform- 
ance, and the Master of the Rolls made a decree against 
him accordingly, but dismissed the bill against the 
other defendants. His Honour appears to have consi- 
dered the letter of March, 1862, as altogether voluntary, 
and to have thought that, in equity, the statute of 
Elizabeth did not enable a purchaser to do anything 
which the vendor could not have done. That opinion of 
his Honour’ certainly appears ‘inconsistent’ ‘with the 
Observations of Lord Justice Turner which’ we have just 
quoted. On appeal the Master of the’ Rolls’ decision 
‘was affirmed; but not'a word is said in the judgment of 
Lord Justice Turner in refererice'to the letter of March, 
1862, being a volantary assignment. - His 
thought the suit open to the objection of something nearly 
akin to champerty or maintenance, and’ considered that 
on that ground alone the bill ‘was proper to be dismissed. 
But he also said—“ Assuming the agreement to befree 
from the objection to which I have referred; there® is 
still this difficulty in the case: the defendants’ against 
whom this bill has been dismissed, and against whom 
this appeal insists that it ought not to have been ‘dis- 
missed, were not parties to the agreement. ' They were 
entire strangers to it, claiming under an ‘adverse title; 
and I take it to be well’settled; both upon principle’and 
authority, that a mere stranger, claiming under an ad- 
verse title, cannot be made’a party to a suit for specific 
ance. There is ‘no equity against him “inde- 
pendently of the agreement, and the agreement to which 
he was not a party cannot’ create ‘such an equity. 
Tasker v. Small’ seems’ to me tobe decisive upon this 
point,” 

Though the judgment in this case does not seem to us 
altogether satisfactory, inasmuch as there appears to have 
been a very fair case for argument as to whether the 
letter of March, 1862, was or was not voluntary ; and, if 
80 a sufficient reason, according to what was said by his 
Lordship in Zownend v. Toker, for making the persons 
claiming under that letter parties to the suit; yet, asthe 
judgment of the Court in no way touches this question, 
we cite the case simply for the purpose of showing that 
the exception to the ordinary rule as to parties, which has 
been admitted when the purchaser wishes to try the 
question whether a prior dealing with the property in 
question, which he alleges to have been voluntary, is or 
is not void as against him, wi!l not be extended to cases 
which do. not fall strictly within the reason of the 
exception. 

CONDITIONS OF SALE. 


Duddeli v. Simpson, L. J., 15 W. BR, 115. 
Political economists press upon us the importance of 
facilitating the ready transfer of land from one hand to 
another. And all lawyers will at all events agree that 
questions relating to the sale of land possess an especial 





interest for them: and that the construction and opera- 
tion of the ordinary conditions of sale-are of the greatest 
practical importance to both branches of the profession. 
The courts have lately had before them several very im- 
portant cases of this nature. To two of these, Dimmock ¥. 
Hallett, 15 W. R. 93, and Bos v. Helsham, 15 W. RB. 259, 
before the Court of Exchequer, we have already drawn 
attention. We now propose to make ‘some further re- 
marks suggested by the case ‘named at the head of this 


paper. 

It will be recollected that in Bos v. Helsham the pré- 
perty in question had been described im’ the parti+ 
culars of sale as let at £30 per annum, There was 
the usual condition that “if any mistake or error be 
made in the description of any of” the properties, 
such mistake or error shall not annul the sdle of 
the lot to which snch mistake or error may relate: but 
in such case’a reasonable compensation: or equivalent 
shall be given or taken as the case may require; éither 
way” to be ascertained by arbitration: ‘The plaintiffs 
became the purchasers, the title was accepted, andthe 
conveyance executed, subsequently the «plaintiffs dis- 
covered that, apparently by mistake, the amount of the 
rental had-been overstated, and applied for compensation 
under the above condition. ‘The defendants do not 
appear to have denied that the misdeseription, if dis- 
covered at an earlier period, would have constituted a 
ground for compensation, but they contended that: after 
the whole transaction “had been closed, and the con- 
veyance executed, the condition’ no longer applied. 
Thereupon the plaintiffs brought an action for the coni- 
pensation, which had in the meantime beem ascertained 
by an arbitrator. At the hearing there were two: ques- 
tions argued—one, whether the plaintiffs were justified, 
by the conditions of sale and by the Common Law Pro- 
cedure Act, in certain steps which they had ‘taken in 
the course of the arbitration—and the other; whether the 
condition could be brought into operation after a’ con- 
veyance had been executed. The latter question is the 
only one with which we are concerned: And” upon this 
point the Court unanimously held “the claim was # good 
one. They were of opinion that the condition was meant 
to be applicable within any reasonable time ‘after the 
execution of the conveyance. Assenting to the doctrine 
laid down in terms in the works of Lord St 
Geonards and Mr. Dart’ on vendors and purchasers, that 
& wide distinction exists: between objections takem before 
and after conveyance, they held’ that here ‘the parties 
had: by express contract taken the case out of the scope 
of that distinction, and that so far the plaintiff was ‘en- 
titled to recover. 

The effect of this case is very important. The con- 
dition in question is used at:almost every sale by atiction, 
but little or ‘nothing isto ‘be ‘found in the text books 
hinting at such a result as has now been decided by the 
Court of Exchequer to follow from its use. Hitherto, it is 
imagined; a vendor has always: supposed that when the 
conveyance has been executed his troubles are over, and 
the whole transaction finished. Heneeforward he will 
be exposed, during an indefinite length of time, to the 
possibility of claims being made upon him by the pur- 
chaser for compensation on account of over-statement ih 
the particulars. Against this danger it may be well to 
guard, by the introduction of a few words into the usual 
condition of sale, limiting its application to errors dis- 
covered before the completion of the purchase. 

The only previous authority supporting this deci- 
sion is Cann v. Cann, 8 Sim. 447, a case which seems 
hardly to have received due attention. There an 
estate was sold by the Court under certain conditions 
of sale, one of which was substantially the same 


| with that in Bos v. Helsham. After conveyance it was 


discovered that by accident the rental had been over- 
stated in the particulars of sale. The purchaser there- 
upon petitioned the Court, in the cause in which the estate 
had been sold, forcompensation. The Vice-Chancellor of 
England held, that, inasmuch as the Court, to prevent 











570 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. April 20,1867. 








multiplication of suits, would}not have permitted the 
purchaser to bring an action for damages on account, of 
the misrepresentation, he was entitled, notwithstanding the 
_ execution of the conveyance, to be recouped out of money 
in court, Thiscase was distinguished from Bos v. Helsham 
“by the counsel for the defendant in the latter case, on the 
ground that the estate in Cunn v. Cann was sold. by 
order of the Court, but it is not easy to see why the same 
principle should not apply to cases of purely private con- 
tract. In that case the observations of the Vice-Chan- 
cellor certainly suggested a prospect of that success 
in an action at law which has been realised in the pre- 
sent case. 

The principal case turned upon another of the usual 
conditions of sale, which was as follows :—“ If the pur- 
chaser shall insist on any objection or requisition as 
to the title, &c., which the vendor shall be unable or un- 
willing to remove or comply with, the vendor may, by 
notice in writing to be given to the purchaser or his 
solicitor at any time, and notwithstanding any negotiation 
or litigation in respect of such objection or requisition, 
annul the sale, and shall thereupon return to the pur- 
chaser his deposit, &c.’’ 
was put up for sale was described as held for a term of 
twenty-four years. The defendant became the purchaser, 
and, on investigating the title, he took an objection that 
the lease was only for twenty-four years wanting three 

days, and that the three days were outstanding in other 

parties. It appeared that these persons had been com- 
municated with previously to the sale, and that the ven- 
dor had at that time good reason to believe that they 
would concur in the sale. Ultimately, however, they re- 
fused to do so. The purchaser filed a bill for specific 
_ performance, whereupon the vendor served him with a 
“notice rescinding the contract. Thereupon, but not he- 
fore, the purchaser offered to waive the objection and 
complete the purchase ; but the vendor insisted on his no- 
tice as annulling the contract. On the hearing of the cause, 
Stuart, V.C., decreed specific performance with costs, upon 
which the defendant appealed to the Lords Justices. 

Three points were argued before their lordships, It was 
contended in the first place that a vendor did not, by a 
condition of this nature, acquire an arbitrary power. of 
rescinding the contract at his own mere will and pleasure, 
without reasonable cause. Upon this point Zwurpin y. 
Chambers, 9 W. R. 363, 29 Beav. 104, was referred to. 
There the purchaser, having made certain requisitions as 


to title, the vendor, without making any attempt to 
and that the plaintiff had no right to go on with the suit 


answer them, gave notice to rescind the contract under 


In this case the property which |. 





a similar condition of sale to that in the present case. | 
Upon a bill filed for specific performance it was held that | 
| the costs incurred after that time. 
requisitions. Upon his doing so the title was accepted, | 
| Smythies, 22 Beav.510. There the eighth condition of 
| sale was, “If any person insist on any objection or re- 


the vendor, notwithstanding his notice, must answer the 


and a decree was made for specific performance with 
costs. In the present case the Lords Justices fully ad- 
mitted the authority of Turpin vy. Chambers, and ex- 


| quisition as to the vendors’ title 


pressly laid down that, “in a case where the vendor | 


annuls the contract on the ground of unwillingness, he 
must show some reasonable ground for unwillingness,” 


| or comply with, the vendors may 


¢g., that compliance with the requisition will involve | 
| tion as to title, and filed a bill for specific performance, 
case, however, it was clear that it was from inability, | 


him in litigation or in serious expense, In the present 
and not from unwillingness, that the plaintiff did not 
remove the objection, and that this doctrine had there- 
fore no application. The purchaser next insisted upon 
his willingness, as now expressed, to waive the objection, 
and accept the title as it stood ; and contended that the 


vendor onght, in his notice rescinding the contract, to | 


have given him time to determine whether he would or 
would not insist on the objection ; and that, as he had 
not done so, the notice was bad. In Dart’s V.& P. 102 
(ed. 3), it is said,“nor does the condition (such as in 
the present case) enable the vendor to refuse to show a 
title ; or perhaps in any case to rescind the contract as 
against a purchaser who is willing to waive the objec- 
tion or requisition, and take the property without com- 
pensation,” 


The Lords Justices admitted. the proposition as thus 
laid down by Mr. Dart, but they denied that it was in- 
cumbent upon the vendor formally to give the purchaser 
a certain time within which to withdraw his objection 
to the title, It was sufficient that he should, as a matter 
of fact, be made aware that the objection could not be 
removed, and should still continue to insist upon it up to 
the time when the notice to rescind. was given, which, 
in their lordships’ opinion, he had done in the present 
case. Lord Justice Turner said :—“I quite agree with 
the argument that there is a great difference, between 
taking an- objection and insisting upon an objection, and 
that, in order to entitle the vendor to annul the contract, 
itis necessary for him to show that the purchaser insisted 
upon the objection. ” But, “to lay down a rule that the 
vendor must give notice before he determined the con- 
tract: would be, in effect, to introduce into the condition 
a new term, that the vendor may annul the contract by. a 
notice in writing, to be given to the purchaser, allowing 
so many days to the purchaser to determine whether he 
will waive the requisition,” which the Court had no 
authority to do. 

The third and last point raised on behalf of the -pur- 
chaser was that the vendor, having deliberately mis- 
represented the nature of the interest which he had to 
sell, could not be permitted to avail himself of the con- 
dition empowering him to rescind the contract. For this 
purpose Nelthorpe v.. Holgate, 1 Coll.'203, was relied 
upon, There a reversioner had contracted to sell the fee 
simple in possession, expecting that the tenant for life 
would concur, but without having entered into any 
agreement with her for that purpose, She refused to 
concur, whereupon the vendor endeavoured to fall back 
upon a condition for rescinding the contract if a good 
title could not be made. It was held, however, that 
inasmuch as he had knowingly entered into the contract 
with a defective title the purchaser was entitled to take 
the reversion with compensation. There was, however, 
this important distinction between Nelthorpe v. Holgate 
and the present case, that here the plaintiff had com- 
municated with the owners of the reversion, and had 
good reason to expect that they would concur in the sale, 
which was not the case in Welthorpe v. Holgate. And 
the Lords Justices therefore ‘held that the vendor had 
not been guilty of any such misdescription as to disentitle 
him to rescind thecontract. They decided therefore upon 
the whole case that the notice rescinding the contract 
was a good one, that the contract was thereby terminated, 


after the receipt of the notice. They therefore refused 
specific performance, and ordered the plaintiff to pay 


With this decision may be compared the case of Hoy v. 


or otherwise, 
which the vendors shall be unable or unwilling to answer 
annul the con- 
tract.” ‘The purchaser, after the time for taking objec- 
tion to the abstract had expired, made a further requisi- 


which, amongst other matters, took the same objection. 
Thereupon the vendor rescinded the contract under the 
above condition, and it was held that he was entitled to 
do so, and that the contract was thereby terminated ; 
and the bill being persisted in was dismissed with 
costs 


It follows therefore: (1). That a vendor cannot, under 
this condition of sale, arbitrarily rescind the contract with 
out some reasonable ground for so doing. (2). That if the 
purchaser waive the requisition the contract cannot be 
terminated, and that reasonable opportunity must be 
given to him for so doing, but that the vendor is not 
under any obligation to give him formal notice limiting 
a certain time within which to withdraw the requisition. 
(3). That the vendor cannot avail himself of this con- 


: dition if he has been guilty of a deliberate misdesoription 
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of the property to be sold, but that if he had at the tine 
a well-rounded anticipation of being able to fulfil his 
representations, this will be sufficient. 





COMMON LAW. 
SYMBOLIC DELIVERY OF PERSONAL CHATTELS. 
Meyerstein v. Barber, C. P., 15 W. R., 173. 

It is self-evident that, according to the ordinary mean- 
ing of the word, the possession of a thing can only be 
acquired by its actual delivery. The thing to be de 
livered may, however, be in itself of such a nature, or 
the parties proposing to deal with it may occupy such a 
position, as to render it necessary that the actual delivery 
should have substituted for it some other means by 
which the possession of the property is to be passed. 

’ If we go back to the Roman law, we shall find that it 
had its provisions for such cases. It recognised symbolic 
delivery under the title Zraditio logne manus. Whenever 
any things were sold which, on account of their great size 
and weight, as columns or casks of wine, could not be re- 
moved, no actual delivery was necessary, the vendor 
being permitted to take possession “ oculis et effectu” 
(Dig. lib, 16, tit. 2, art. 1, § 21). The delivery of the 
keys of a cellar of wine, or of a barn filled with grain, 
was held to be a sufficient delivery if made in sight of 
the cellar or barn; and if a creditor ordered a debtor to 
lay down on a table a sum of money which he owed, as 
soon as it was put down the possession and property was 
transferred (Dig. lib. 16, tit. 1, art. 9, § 5; art. 18, § 2 
lib. 46, tit. 8, art. 79; lib. 18, tit. 1, art 4; lib. 46, tit. 3, 
art. 79). 

The French law follows the Roman to a very consider- 
able degree; but it does not, like the latter, require that 
the delivery should be made in sight of the place where 
the thing to be delivered is stored (Pothier Contrat de 
Vente, § 315). 

Our law with regard to symbolic delivery is by no 
means well defined. Story, relying for the most part, 
however, upon certain American authorities, states that, 
“ where the goods are ponderous or bulky, or cannot con- 
veniently be delivered manually, or when they are not in 
the personal custody of the vendor, the law does not re- 
quire the actual delivery thereof, but only that they 
should be put under the absolute power of the vendee, or 
that his authority as owner should be formally acknow- 
ledged, or that some act should be done typical of a sur- 
render of them on the one side, and an acceptance of 
them on the other. The transference of any article 
which is a symbol or evidence of ownership, or the asser- 
tion of complete authority on the part of the vendee by 
acts consistent only with ownership, and assented to by 
the vendor, constitutes a sufficient constructive delivery:” 
Story on Personal Property, § 311. This is undoubtedly 
true as far as passing the property in chattels is cun- 
cerned; but the authorities of our own courts tend to 
confer a much more limited efficacy upon delivery by 
means of asymbol. And if we refer even to many of the 
authorities quoted by Story, we shall find that symbolic 
delivery is admitted as a substitute for actual delivery 
only when the circumstances of the case are such that 
the actual delivery would be, if not impossible, exceed- 
ingly inconvenient. 

It has been laid down that the delivery of the key of a 
warehouse containing goods sold will be a sufficient sym- 
bolic delivery to pass them (Chaplin v. Rogers, 1 East, 
192). A verbal order by the vendor to a bailee, in pre- 
sence of the vendee, to hold the goods to the sole use of 
the vendee, has also been held a constructive delivery. 
The cutting of the spiles of. wine casks ( Anderson v. Scott, 
1 Campb. 235.n), or the affixing particular marks to goods 
sold, were svfficient to vest the property in the vendee 
(Stofield v. Scott, 14 Hast, 808). On the same principle, 
where goods are stored and inaccessible to the parties, a 
constructive delivery was sufficient when it was such as 
to be consistent with the nature and situation of the 
thing sold. Thus, when the vendor, on the sale of certain 
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lots lying within a boom, took the xpusiee i in sight of 
them and showed them to him, it was held to be a suffi- 
cient delivery on the ground that no other delivery was 
practicable under the circumstances (Jerett v. Warren, 
12 Mass, 300). In the same way, an act intended as a 
delivery has been held sufficient, although the property 
was not touched. Thus, when the subject of sale was 
ninety-five tons of iron lying by itself, and the parties 
met at the place where the iron was, and agreed upon 
the price and the mode of payment, and they then stepped 
up to the iron, and the vendor said to the vendee, “I de- 
liver you this iron at that price;” after which, before the 
iron was moved, it was claimed and taken away by a 
third person, it was held that there was an actual de- 
livery by the vendor and a receiving by the vendee 
(Calkins v. Lockwood, 17 Conn. 154). In some instances 
the law, for the purpose of fayouring commerce, has per- 
mitted a symbolical for an actual delivery, as in case of 
bills of lading, dock warrants, and Liverpool delivery 
orders. It will be found, however, that this substitution 
has not extended beyond those cases in which actual de- 
livery would be so inconvenient as seriously to retard 
commercial transactions. The custom of Liverpool, by 
which the delivery of goods in another person’s. ware- 
house is effected by merely handing over a delivery 
order, is a purely local one, and only affects goods 
in Liverpool (Dizon v. Yates, 5 B. & A. 313). . The 
efficacy of a dock warrant is a very slight extension 
of the principle which permitted the handing over the 
key of a warehouse to pass its contents, for one ag 
much as the other operates as a complete transfer of 
the vendor’s dominion over the goods. A bill of 
lading has, in addition, this peculiarity, that if the 

to which it relates aré to be disposable 
at all, it is only by this means. They are at sea, beyond 
the control of the vendor, and absolutely incapable of 
any other than a symbolic delivery. The law, therefore, 
permits their possession to be transfered by the only means 
possible to the parties—the bill of lading. The nature of 
the latter form of instrument received a great deal of 
attention lately in the principal case, in which the Court 
of Common Pleas made a decision considerably extending 
the operation which bills of lading were previously con- 
sidered to possess, The facts in the case were shortly as 
follows :-—Inthe year 1865 a quantity of cotton was con- 
signed from India to a merchant in London, named Abra- 
ham, and three billsof lading, which had been signed by the 
captain of the vessel bringing the cotton, were,in the ordi- 
nary course of business at Madras, hypothecated with the 
Chartered Bank of India as security for certain bills of 
exchange drawn by the importer of the cotton upon the 
consignee in England, After the cotton had arrived. in 
London, and had been warehoused in the docks, Abraham 
induced the Chartered Bank to let him have the three 
bills of lading in exchange for his cheque, and, having 
obtained them, he, on the 4th of March, proceeded to a 
Mr. Meyerstein, seeking to obtain a loan of £2,500 upon 
these securities. This sum Mr, Meyerstein advanced, re- 
ceiving as exchange two of the bills of lading, and the 
bank was paid their £2,500. At this time the freight 
had not been paid, and the cotton lay at the wharf sub- 
ject to a stop thereon for the freight. Abraham, on 
the 6th of March, applied, to Messrs. Barber, Nephew, 
& Brothers, the brokers into whose hands he had put the 
cotton for sale, for an advance upon the third bill of 
lading which he had retained, and got from those gea- 
tlemen, first an advance of £1,500, aud, on the 7th of 
March, after the stop for freight had been removed, a 
further sum of £500, Having thus “arranged ” these 
and other people out of their money, Abraham fled the 
country, 

On. the 11th of March the plaintiff, for the first time, 
learnt that the cotton had arrived, and having learnt that 
the defendants were employed to offer it for sale, he 
went to them, informed them of his advance, and pro- 
duced the two bills of lading. On the same day, and 
after that interview, but pursuant to prior instructions, 
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a clerk of the defendants took the third copy of the bill 
of lading to the wharf, and procured the cotton to be 
transferred to their names, and, on the 13th, obtained a 
dock warrant for it. Thedefendants, having this warrant, 
gold the cotton, and paid themselves the advances which 
they had made. The plaintiff thereupon brought his action, 
claiming the proceeds of the sale as money received to his 
use, and alleging that the transfer of the bill of lading 
vested the possession of the property in him, notwithstand- 
ing that the voyage had been completed and the goods 
landed. The Court held that the plaintiff was entitled to 
recover, and that the bill of lading continued torepresent the 
goods even after they were landed, upon the ground that 
eomplete delivery, under the bill of lading, had never 
been made to any one, and that, therefore, it was still an 
operative instrument. 

There was a reference made in the course of the argu- 
ments to the Sufferance Wharf Act, which, it was con- 
tended, operated to distinguish the case from previous 
decisions on bills of lading. The Act provides that 
“ goods, when landed at certain docks, shall continue and 
be subject to the same lien or claim for freight in favour 
of the master and owner of the ship from or out of which 
such goods shall be so landed, or of any other person in- 
terested in the freight of the same goods, as such goods 
were subject to whilst the same were on board such ship, 
and before the landing thereof” (11 & 12 Vict. c. xviii.). 

This Act may, however, we submit, be left out of con- 
sideration as having little or no bearing on thecase. Its 
object and its effect was not to extend the negotiability 
of bills of lading, but to give shipowners a charge upon 
goods warehoused for freight, in substitution for the lien 
which became extinguished as soon as their possession 
was parted with. 

The few authorities which were quoted on the part of 
the plaintiff, so far from supporting the judgment, show 
that the present cace is the first occasion on which bills 
of lading have been held to operate upon goods not afloat. 
The judgment is, therefore, to be considered less in its 
relation to reported cases or statutory enactments than to 
ascertained legal principle, and the tendency, whether 
injurious or beneficial, which it is likely to have upon 
commercial transactions. 

To appreciate the importance of the decision, it is neces- 
gary to look at the actual position of the parties. Neither 
of them claimed to be either owner or mortgagee of 
the goods. Had the case been one simply of sale or 
mortgage, no difficulty would probably have arisen, as 
Abraham’s dealing with the plaintiff, in either a sale or 
mortgage, might have been held sufficient to pass the pro- 
perty in the goods although it did not affect their posses- 
sion. The most for which each contended was, that he had 
aivanced money upon the goods, and that he was entitled 
to a lien upon them until the advance was repaid. It is 
clear that the rights of a mere pledgee are not to the pro- 
perty in the goods, but to their possession; and that, if he 
parte with that possession, he loses his lien. The only real 
question in the case, therefore, was, Did the transfer of 
the bill of lading, after the goods had been landed and 
warehoused, pass their possession? If the transaction 
had taken place whilst the goods were at sea, there would 
have been no question, for, as we before pointed out, the 
bill of lading is the means, and the only means, by 
which the right to demand possession of goods at 
sea can be transferred. It has hitherto been supposed 
however, that the moment the cargo is landed, the 
circumstances of the parties become entirely changed. If 
the owner desires to part with the possession of the 
goods, he can do so by the ordinary machinery which re- 
lates to chattels, He may make actual delivery of them 
to the person to whom he wishes to pledge them, or he 
may place them in a warehouse and hand over the dock 
watrant, which is admitted to be their representative, 
As soon as the goods arrive, the bill of lading for all pur- 
poses ceases to represent them; it did so whilst they were 
at sea, but now the goods are present to answer for them- 
selves. To hold that the operation of a bill of lading is 





to extend beyond goods afloat, appears to be not only 
unnecessary, but to lead to this confusion. If it does not 
cease when goods are landed, when is it to cease? It 
cannot be supposed that all goods that have ever been on 
board ship are to remain, as long as they continue in 
existence, the property, not of the person in whose pos- 
session they may be, but of the holder of a piece of 
paper which, at some time or other, was a bill of lading! 
The Court of Common Pleas seem to assert that the effi- 
cacy of the bill of lading is not exhausted till the master 
has performed his contract by handing over the goods to 
some duly authorised holder thereof, which might, and 
in practice often does, never occur. 

An adherence to the previous decisions, which went 
no further than allowing bills of lading to transfer goods 
whilst afloat, having dock warrants as their indicia when 
once warehoused, was atiended with no inconvenience. 
The bill of lading had served its purpose, and had been 
replaced by a document far better suited to the altered 
position of the goods. If, however, the late decision is, 
for the future, to be regarded as the law of the country, 
it is difficult to realise the vast machinery for cheating 
which it places at the disposal of dishonest persons of 
the Abraham stamp. Let a rogue possess himself of 
three bills of lading as Abraham did. He gets an ad- 
vance from A. upon one bill, The other he carries to 
the dock and gets converted into a dock warrant, and, 
with that dock warrant, he raises money from B. The 
bill of lading which A. has represents the goods, and 
gives him their possession. The warrant which B. has 
equally represents the goods, and gives him their posses- 
sion. In fact, there are two documents, each upon its 
face valid, and each a negotiable instrument, but both 
representing the same identical thing. 





COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 

April 16.—Business of the Cowrt.—Lord Justice Turner 
said that it might be convenient to the bar to know that the 
Court would not in future go on with the paper of appeal 
motions from day to day. Appeal motions would only be 
taken on the days fixed for them, except in the case of an 
which might happen to be part heard, the hearing of whi 
would be continued. 

COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 

April 15.—Jn re an Attorney.—Mr. M‘Intyre said that in 
this case, in which a rule had been made absolute for an 
attachment, the attorney had been taken by the sheriff, and 
had been lodged in Whitecross-street Prison. The attorney 
was then in court under a habeas corpus and the learned 
counsel moved that heshould becharged with the attachment, 
and sent back to prison. That was the course pursued 
when the old Queen’s Bench Prison was in existence. 

Rule granted. 





COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 

April 15.—This being the first day of Easter Term, the 
Court did not sit until near two o'clock. The Judges were 
the Lord Chief Baron, and Barons Martin, Bramwell, and 
Pigott. 

In the matter of an Attorney.—A rule had been granted 
for an attachment against Richard Jones, an attorney of the 
court, for not having obeyed an order directing him to de- 
liver his bill of costs in the matter of a certain estate in 
which George Thorne was interested. 

Master Walton, on the motion of Mr. Dowdeswell,'Q.C., 
who appeared for Thorne, read his report upon the case, in 
which, after stating the facts, he recomended that the rule 
should be made absolute. 

Mr. Jones, who appeared in person, said the delay in de- 
livering the bill of costs had arisen from the loss of his clerk, 
and differences in the family interested in the estate, one 
portion of whom he represented, A settlement had, how- 
ever, now been come to, and he was prepared to comply 
with the order of the Court. The bill of costs would be or 
had been delivered that day, and the money which stood in 
his name in the bank (over £2,000), had never been dealt 
with, and would be divided among the parties. 
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Mr. Dowdeswell was informed that the bill of costs had not 
been delivered, and desired that the attachment should 
issue against Mr. Jones for his contumacious conduct. 

The Lorp CureF Baron said it was impossible for the 
Court.to.adopt any other course than direct the attachment 
toiissae. It would, however, be open to Mr. Dowdeswell 
to suspend the execution of it, if Mr. Jones acted as was de- 


sired, 

‘Mr. ‘Dowdeswell said that if Mr. Jones did what he ought 
‘todo there would be no imprisonment. 

Mr. BARON BRAMWELL observed that the conduct of Mr. 
-Jones had been most contumacious. 

‘Rule absolute for an attachment with costs. 


April 17.—Gould v. Hollings—This was an action 
‘prought by the plaintiff, a solicitor of forty years’ standing, 
carrying on business at Honiton, against the defendant, a 
member of the bar, to recover the sum of 150 guineas, the 
amount he alleged to be due to him for his service in the 
capacity of electioneering agent in the interest of the de- 
fendant during the candidature of that gentleman for the 
borough of Honiton. There was a further claim of £6 odd 
for expenses out of pocket, The defendant pleaded 
‘6 Never indebted.” 


Mr. Digby Seymour and Mr. Crompton appeared for the 
plaintiff, and Mr. Huddleston and Mr, Gough for the defen- 


On behalf of the plaintiff, a Mr. M’Craw was called, who 
stated that he was connected with an insurance com- 


Pee. Thomas Hatfield Turner described himself as an in- 
of agencies for an insurance office. In March last 
year the defendant employed Mr, M’Craw to secure his 
election for Honiton, Some days before the election wit- 
ness and M’Craw went to Honiton and retained Mr. Gould's 
services. He was not well, and could not recollect what 
had occurred ; he could not recollect anything; he really 
ould not, upon his honour. He had not had his dinner; 
perhaps, if he had, he should have been able to recollect 
titer. Perhaps his memory would be better if he had a 
little lunch. M’Craw told the defendant in witness’s pre- 
sence that he had retained the plaintiff, and stated the 
terms. The defendant said, ‘* All right; I leave it entirely 
in your hands, Do the best you can.” 
his cross-examination he said he knew of an office 
called the Grosvenor Estate-office, Park-side, Hyde-park- 
corner. The responsible member of the firm was Captain 
Robert Cox. Witness had nothing to do with it. He was 
clerk to Cox. There were no ‘‘ surroundings” of an office 
when he first went there—no books, nor anything of that 
sort. He formed the books and kept them. He did not 
know that he had any interest in the office except as a 
salaried clerk. 
His Lorpsutr.—You must recollect that this gentleman 
jhas not had his dinner. 
Mr. Huddleston.—He has not had his desert, at all events, 
amy Lord. 
Witness,— Perhaps T shall have both by-and-bye. 
M’Gould was then called, and proved that he had been 
retained by M’Craw, on behalf of the defendant, to conduct 
the election for Honiton on his behalf. He was to receive 
160 guineas and his expenses out of pocket. He had told 
M’Craw that the defendant would have no chance of suc. 


cess, 
On behalf of the defendant, the transaction, 


as far as 
MCraw and Turner were concerned, was characterised as 
a wicked, and scandalous fraud, of which both the 


Naintiff and the defendant had been almost equally 
victims, 

Mr. George Hollings said that he was a member of the 
Middle Temple. Hearing of the vacancy in the represen- 
tation of Honiton, he had asked M’Craw to go down and 
Ree if there was any candidate in the field; but he gave 
him no instructions to take steps to secure his return, or 
to engage an agent. He had never seen the addresses, 
neither had he heard that the plaintiff had been retained 
‘on his behalf. 

After some consultation it was agreed that a verdict 

be taken for the defendant on the’ understanding 
that the question should be left to his Lordship to decide 
Hath should be dane betwee the parties as a matter of 
and not of law. 
The decision of his Lordship did not transpire. 





EXCHEQUER CHAMBER. 

April 16.—The Lorp Carer Justice of the Court of 
Common Pleas came into court this morning and announced 
that this Court would take errors from the Court of Queen’s - 
Bench on Tuesday the 14th, and Wednesday the 15th of 
May; from Common Pleas on Thursday the 16th, and 
Friday the 17th of May, and from the po Sosa on 
day the 18th, and Monday the 20th of May. 


SPRING ASSIZES. 
LIVERPOOL. 

April 11.— Weatherhead v. Waterhouse.—Mr. Shaw was 
for the plaintiff. The defendant conducted his own case. 

This was an action by an attorney of Keighley to recover 
the amount of his bill from the defandant, a farmer, at 
Shipley, for work done for a body of persons who styled 
themselves the Farmers’ Defence Club, in resisting the pay- 
ment of certain rates made by the local board under the 
Local Government Act, for the township of Windhill, in 
the parish of Keighley. The defendant was the secretary 
of the club, aud contended that he had not employed the 
plaintiff ; but his Lordship held that all the membere were 
liable, and that the defendant must recover their propor- 
tion from his co-members. 

The plaintiff thereupon had a verdict for the amount 
claimed, 

MipianD Crrcurr, 
LEEDS. 

April 12.—Dawes v, Robinson.— Mr. Overend, Q.C., and 
Mr. Rew were for the plaintiff, and Mr. Digby Seymour,Q.C., 
and Mr. Shaw for the defedant. 

This was an action by a cattle dealer against an atto 
at Skipton for having professed to have authority to 
an action in which he appeared for thedefendant, It was 
admitted that the defendant had agreed to settle the action 
in question, and that bis client had afterwards i 
the settlement, The question was whether tne retainer of 
the defendant to conduct the action authorised him te 
settle it withont more. There were also questions as te 
the amount of the damage sustained, 

The plaintiff had a verdict of £25, with leave reserved to 
the defendant to move to set it aside or to reduce the 
damages, the plaintiffin such case to have leave to move te 
increase them, 


COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 


April 15.— Moffat v. The Great Western Railway Com- 
pany.—In this case Mr. Henry James, on the part of 
the defendants, moved for a new trial, on the ground thag 
the verdict was against the evidence, and for misdirection 
in Mr. Justice Keating, who tried the cause, holding that 
there was no evidence to go to the jury, who found a ver- 
dict for the plaintiff for £20. 

The Curer Justick said he could not hear the motion ag 
he was a shareholder, 

Mr. Justice Byis said he was the same, 


Mr. Henry James did not know whether he ought to 
congratulate his Lordship on that, but there was a diffi- 
culty in the case—it was an appeal to his Lordship from 
his Lordship’s direction atthe trial, He would, however, 
state the facts. The plaintiff was having a 
bred mare carried y the defendant’s railway 
Aylesbury to High Wycombe, and the mare was seen 
into one of the defendant’s vans by the plaintiff's 
and the porter who put her into the van and ti 
was told by the plaintiff's man she 
better. She was, however, so tied 
to get her fore feet into the manger, 
slipping forwards, she fell and was 
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His Lordship at the trial thought there 
to ‘go to the jury that the mare had 
tied, Te learned counsel contended that she 
fact, tied under the directions of the plaintiff's 
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His |orvsuipe said the learned counsel might take a 
rule nis?, and had better take it on both grounds. 

It was arranged that it should be taken when Mr, Justice 
Willes is sitting in the full court. 


In the course of the day Mr. Justice Wives 
observed that this court is the very worst court 
in this or in any known kingdom in the world 
which he (the learned judge) had ever seen. To this we 
may add that what we may call the customary athletic 
struggles for places in the passages to the witness-box, 
the jury-box, and the front seats, have been renewed 
in all their pristine intensity. After a notice of this 
nature a policeman is laid on. The ushers loudly re- 
monstrate ‘“ Do keep them passages clear, or we shall be 
blowed up again in The Times,” and for a day or two all 
goes on comparatively smoothly, but the impression soon 
wears off, the policeman is withdrawn, and the court 
sumes its normal indecorous state. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


; Tur Rerorm BIL. 

Sir,—In section 5, division 5, of the Reform Bill, an at- 
torney must be ‘‘ certificated” to be entitled to vote ; but 
in division 4, a barrister need not be in practice to do so ; is 
not that an anomaly? So, in division 2, an ordained 
‘* priest or deacon” can vote; he may be a coal merchant 
or anything else now. I submit all admitted attorneys 
should vote, whether certificated or not. 

A Retrrep Sovicrror. 





Tue Proposep Jupiciat IncREASE AT Common Law. 


Sir,—In p. 197 (Dec. 29th), you inserted a letter from 
me on this subject, which has been noticed by letters on 
the same side by ‘‘ A Managing Clerk,” in pp. 309, 429, 
and 504. His last letter (March 30th) is in reply to the 
latter (in p. 459), of two from ‘‘ Lex’’ on the other side, 
and I do not wonder he declines to say more to so intem- 
perate an opponent. In my letter I submitted, first, that 
the chancery judges individually undertake the work of 
four common law judges; and, secondly, that the Masters 
might do the chamber work of the latter, and it is now 
proposed that they should, ‘‘Lex’s” long letters do not 
seem to touch either point satisfactorily. He says, as I 
understand him, that the court of primary jurisdiction 
should ‘‘be such as to inspire the utmost confidence ;” 
has he none, then, in one equity judge? It seems idle to 
say (if I may so put it without offending ‘‘ Lex”) that four 
judges are better than one; of course they are; but the 
complaint is, that yoncannot get even that one ; and what 
is the use of hankering after four? ‘Lex’ (as I under- 
stand) chooses to say that one common law judge at nisi 
prius is unsatisfactory, but is perfectly horrified at being 
told that, ifso, he ought to argue that one chancery judge 
is equally unsatisfactory, I see the Law Times has over 
and over again settled the matter by saying there must be 
more common law judges; but “ Lex’’ is the solitary sup- 
porter of that in your pages, P. B. D. 

Sir,—Will any of your readers kindly throw any light on 
the following case:—A., who was married before 1834, 
enters into a contract with B., who was also married before 
1834, for the sale of a freehold estate. In the conveyance 
to A, are inserted uses to bar dower in the ordinary form. 
Is there any (and, if so, what) mode of taking the convey- 
ance to B, which would bar the dower of A’s wife? It is 
assumed that the ordinary uses to bar dower will be of no 
effect, as the use will be executed by the exercise of A.’s 
power of appointment, and consequently the following uses 
‘will be simply trusts. ‘ X. Y. Z, 








ATTORNEYS’ CERTIFICATE Duty. 

Sir,—At the present juncture allow me to revive a 
suggestion made by me in your columns on a previous 
occasion (vol. vii, p, 455), and urge the extreme import- 
ance of united action in petitioning the Legislature. 

T have observed that the large towns have already taken 
the initiative, but the smaller localities are inactive. The 
interval between the time present and the date fixed for 
the adjourned debate (28th May), might be turned to pro- 
fitable account by a well-organized effort on the part of 
the profession, 








Petitions from each district will probably carry more 
weight than a monster petition signed by the profession 
at large. Upon this principle I would urge my brother 
practitioners in all parts of the country to bestir themselves 
—draw up and sign a simple petition, and place it, with- 
out delay, in the hands of the local member, at the same- 
time respectfully soliciting his sugport to the measure, 

Mr. Denman’s persevering and disinterested efforts should 
evoke wide-spread support, and I do not think we can 
more effectually strengthen his hands than by adopting- 
the course which I have suggested. 

I would also suggest, in furtherance of the movement, 
that the Secretary of the Law Society be requested to com. 
municate by circular with the members of the profession 
in every town throughout Great Britain, inclosing a draft 
petition and urging strenuous effort and prompt action, 

Let us emulate the gas companies in the unanimity with 
which we petition Parliament, J. W.T. 





Sir, —It is well known that in the Court of Exchequer the- 
convenience or comfort of attorneys is to some extent con- 
sulted. In that court suitable tables are placed in front of 
the seats occupied by the Queen’s counsel for the use of at- 
torneys having business there; but I observed, on Tuesday 
last, that these tables were appropriated almost entirely by 
the shorthand writers ; consequently I was compelled to stand. 
on the floor of the court and use the crown of my hat fora 
desk, being, of course, subject to the ebb and flow of the 
human current, which is inseparable from a court of justice. 

It occurred to me that, as accommodation is provided in 
the Court of Exchequer for attorneys, the officers of the 
court might take care that they should have the benefit of. 
it. Aw ATTORNEY. 








APPOINTMENT. 


Tuomas WitirAmM Hens.ey, of Nantwich, in the county 
of Chester, Gent., to be a commissioner to administer oaths. 


- in Chancery. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


Bending Measures of Legislation. 
A Birt To ConsoLIDATE AND AMEND THE ACTS RELATING 
TO BANKRUPTCY IN ENGLAND. 
Continued from page 554. 

817. On any such application the Court may proceed as 
in bankruptcy. 

318. Except where the deed expressly provides otherwise, 
the Court shall determine all questions arising under the 
deed according to the law of Scadbinaiien. 

819. If a declaration of complete execution is not made 
within four months after the filing of the deed, the execu- 
tion of the deed by the debtor shall be deemed an act of bank- 
ruptcy, in case a petition for adjudication is presented within. 
two months after the four months. 

820. If at any time beforea declaration of complete execu- 
tion, a petition, &c., for adjudication of bankruptcy against 
the arranging debtor is pending, the Court shall deal with 
the petition, &c., and on a declaration of complete execution 
the Court shall dismiss or absolutely stay such petition, &c. 

321. If before a declaration of complete execution it is 
shown to the Court that the deed has been filed by the debtor 
vexatiously, and not bond jide with a view to an arrange- 
ment beneficial to his creditors, or that the debtor has been 
guilty of fraud, or has refused obedience to any summons or 
order of the Court, the Court may declare the execution of 
the deed by the debter to be an act of bankruptcy. 

$22. If at any time within twelve months after a declara- 
tion of complete execution it is shown to the Court that the 
debtor has been guilty of fraud, or has refused obedience to 
any summons or order of the Court, the Court may declare 
that the deed, as far as regards any release to the debtor 
therein contained or provided for, ‘shall be void. 

823. If at the time when an application is made for an 
order declaring any release to be void, an action at law is 
penne in which the debtor has ‘pleaded the release as a 

efence, the Court or a judge may, on the application of the 
plaintiff, stay the proceedings in the action until ‘the first- 
mentioned application is disposed of ; and, if on such appli- 
cation the release is declared void, may make an order for 
striking out the plea or otherwise, 
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- $24. At any time the creditors may, by the votes of a 
majority, resolve that the deed shall be transferred from. the 
court to some other court, and the Court shall make order 
accordingly. 

$25.° At any time the Court may transfer the deed to that 
ether court. 

$26. On a deed being transferred to any Court, that Court 
shall have jurisdiction and shall not have power to transfer 
the deed to any other court; and an appeal shall not lie 

inst an order for transfer. 

827. The date of the execution of a deed by the arranging 
debtor shall be taken as corresponding with the date of an 
adjudication of bankruptcy. 

328. This part of this act shall apply to any case in 
which members of a partnership make an arrangement with 
their creditors; and any such arrangement may be made 
with the joint creditors without any of the separate creditors 
being parties to or included in the arrangement. 

$29. If, where an arrangement is made by members of a 
partnership, the separate creditors are included in the 
arrangement, the deed shall be deemed completely exe- 
cuted when it is executed or assented to in writing by a 
majority of the scparate creditors of each of the partners 
reckoned as a distinct class,and not otherwise. 

330. Where a debtor makes an arrangement but by rea- 
son of his being unable to ascertain the holders of bills of 
exchange or other negociable instruments, or by reason of 
the absence of any of his creditors in a foreign country, the 
deed is not executed or assented to in writing by a majority, 
the deed shall, notwithstanding anything in. this part of 
this Act, be deemed completely executed wish it is executed 
by a majority other than such holders or absent creditors, 
provided that the following conditions are complied with : 

(1.) That the deed conveys and assigns all the estate and 
effects of the debtor to the trustees, absolutely, or 
provides for the distribution of all the estate and 
effects of the debtor among all his creditors ; but so 
that the exception of wearing apparel shall not pre- 
vent the deed from being deemed to comprise all the 

- estate and effects of the debtor : 

(2.) That before the filing of the deed, an. advertisement 
has been published requiring his creditors to signify 
their assent to or dissent from the deed, by notice in 
writing addressed to the trustees within fourteen 
days from the date of its insertion. 

331. Al orders or decisions of the Court under this part 

of this Act shall be subject to appeal as in bankruptcy. 

$32. A creditor executing the deed shall not be prejudi- 
cially affected with respect to any right or remedy against 
any person other than the arranging debtor. 

A creditor not executing the deed, shall not be prejudi- 
cially affected by the deed with respect to any right or 
remedy against any person other than the arranging debtor. 


Part XIX.—-AFTER-ACQUIRED PROPERTY IN BANKRUPTCY 
AND ARRANGEMENT. 

- 333. Notwithstanding in the case of bankruptcy the order 
of discharge, and in the case of arrangement. under part 15 
the filing of the resolution, and in the case of an arrange- 
ment under part 17 or under part 18 the declaration of com- 

lete execution of the deed, after-acquired property of the 

ankrupt shall remain liable in respect of debts proveable 

under the bankruptcy. 

384. In case of bankruptcy if, after the order of discharge, 
it appears that there is good cause to believe that, after a 
reasonable allowance for the maintenance of the debtor and 
his family, and the payment of debts, claims, and demands 
not proveable under the bankruptcy, the debtor is able to 
pay any sum towards the discharge of debts proveable under 
the bankruptey and not fully paid, the Court may issue a 
summons requiring him to appear and be examined respect- 
ing his ability to make such payment. . 

335. In case of arrangement, after the filing of the resolu- 
tion or the declaration of complete execution, it appears 
that;there is good cause to believe that after a reasonable 
allowance for the maintenance of the arranging debtor and 
his family, and the pone of debts not payable under the 
arrangement, the debtor is able to pay any sum towards the 
discharge! of debts payable under the arrangement, and not 
fally:paid; the Court may issue a summons requiring him to 
“appear and be examined respecting his ability to: make such 
payment. ; ‘ 
836. Where the debtor is in England the summons shall 
be served personally, unless the Court otherwise direct. 





337. Where the debtor is not in England the Court may 
order service to he made by such means and in such manner 
as it thinks fit. 

$38. If service of the summons is not effected, and the 
Court is satisfied that the debtor is keeping out of the way, 
it may order that notice be inserted in the Gazette and in a 
newspaper, requiring him to appear on a day thereby ap- 
pointed, being not less than fourteen days after publication 
of the first of such Gazette notices, 

839. On the appearance of tke debtor he may be examined 
on oath respecting his ability to make such payment and 
for the discovery of property applicable, and s produce 
on oath books and documents, and shall sign his examina- 
tion. ; 

340. The Court may adjourn the hearing of the summons 
from time to time, and require from the debtor security for 
his appearance. 

341, Ifthe debtor does not on his examination make a 
full discovery, or does not produce all documents, he shall 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanour, and shall be liable to 
be ountehel by a fine not exceeding £50, or by imprison- 
ment for any term not exceeding one year, with or without 
hard labour, and shall be liable on summary conviction toa 
penalty not exceeding £20, or to imprisonment for any 
term not exceeding six months, with or without hard 
labour. 

On every prosecution for such a misdemeanour a. certi- 
ficate of the Court certifying the proceedings, and to the 
effect that the debtor has not made such discovery or 
production, shall be evidence of everything therein 
stated, and proof of the contrary shall lie on the ac- 
cused. 

342. If on the hearing of the summons the Court is satis- 
fied that the debtor is able to make such payment, the Court 
may order the debtor to pay into court sufficient to pro- 
duce a dividend of not more than ten shillings in the 

rund. . 

343. The Court may appoint the provisional trnstee re- 
ceiver of the debtor's property, and may order that no 
process against the debtor’s property in respect of any debt, 
and no process against his person in respect of any debt shall 
be available without leave of the Court, and may restrain 
any action against the debtor. 

344. If the debtor pays into Court the sum specified, the 
Court shall discharge the former orders as far as the circum- 
stances require. ; 

845. If the debtor does not pay, then from and immedi- 
ately after that day the debtor’s estate shall vest in the provi- 
sional trustee, and the Court may, order the same to be sold 
for the benefit of the creditors. 

$46. Money paid into Court and proceeds of sale, shall be 
applied towards the payment rateably of debts, subject to a 
reasonable allowance for the maintenance of the debtor. 

347. The Court may order costs. 

348. Where the bankrupt has before adjudication taken 
the benefit of the Insolvent Debtor’s Act this Act shall not’ 
interfere with the operation of the Act of which he so took 
the benefit, in respect of the liability of property acquired 
after his discharge. 


Part XX.—MIsDEMEANOURS IN BANKRUPTCY AND AR- 
RANGEMENT, 
349. Any person adjudged bankrupt shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanour, and on conviction shall be liable, 
to be imprisoned for any time not exceeding three years, 
with or without hard labour. 
(1.) If he does not, before three of the clock on the day 
limited for his surrender, or on the day and at the 
hour allowed him for finishing his examination, after 
notice, surrender hims2lf to the Court, and sign the 
surtender, and submit to be examined. ; 
(2.) If he does not on examination fully and truly dis- 
cover all his property, and deliver up all such part» 
thereof as is in his possession, except necessary 
wearing apparel and deliver up all books : ; 
If after adjudication, or within two months next 
before adjudication, with intent to defraud, he re- 
moves or conceals property to the value of ten pounds 
or upwards, or conceals any debt due to or from. him : 
4. If, with intent to defraud, he omits any. property or 
credit from his statement of affairs : 

5. If, in case of any person having proved a false debt, he- 
fails to disclose the same within one month after 
coming to the knowledge or belief thereof: 


(3. 
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vacancy in the office of Attorney-General) for his di 


7. If after adjudication, or within three months next be- 
fore adjudication, he parts with, conceals, destroys, 
alters, mutilates, or fulsifies, any book or document’: 

8. If, being atrader, after adjudication, or at any meeting 
of his creditors three months next before . adjudica- 
tion, he attempts to account for any part of his pro- 

rty by fictitious losses or expenses : 

9. If, being a trader, within three months next before ad- 
judication, under the false pretence of dealing in the 
oeaey course of trade, he obtains any property on 


it: 

10. If, being a trader, he, within three months next before 
the filing of the petition for adjudication, pawns, 
pledges, or dis of otherwise than in the ordinary 
way of his trade, any property which he has obtained 
on credit, and has not paid for. 

350. Any person who makes an arrangement under part 
18 shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanour, and on con- 
viction shall be liable to be imprisoned for any time not 
exceeding three years, with or without hard labour,— 

‘1. If after the filing of the deed, or within two months 
next before the filing thereof, with intent to defraud, 
he removes or conceals any part of his property to 
the value of £10 or upwards : 

2. If, in case of any person having executed the deed in 
respect of a debt wholly or partly false, he fails to 
disclose the same within one month after coming to 
the knowledge or belief thereof : 

3. If, in case of any person having procured himself to be 
admitted as a creditor under the deed in respect of a 
debt wholly or partly false, he fails to disclose the 
same within one month after coming to the knowledge 
or belief thereof : 

4, If, being a trader, within three months next before the 
filing of the deed, under the false pretence of carrying 
on business and dealing in the ordinary course of 
trade, he, with intent to Slefrau , obtains any property 
on credit : 

5. If, being a trader, he, within three months next before 
the filing of the deed, pawns, pledges, or disposes of, 
otherwise than in the ordinary way of his trade, any 
pro ty which he has obtained on credit andhas not 
paid for. : 

351. Nothing in this part of this Act shall make any 
person liable in respect of any act. before the commencement 
of oy eet. 

52. If at any time it appears to the Court that any per- 
son has committed a misdemeanour under this part of this 
Act, the Court shall have the same powers as are exercise. 
able by justices of the peace in respect of persons charged 
before them with indictable misdemeanours ; and for the 
P es of this section the Act of the 11 & 12 Vict. (c. 42) 

(with such variations as the nature of the case requires) 
apply to the judges and commissioners acting under this 


358. The Court may direct a person te act as prosecutor. 

354. On the application of the trustee er an inspector, or 
of any creditor who has proved, the Court may give a cer- 
tifieate— 

1. That the bankrupt did not surrender and submit to be 

j examined ; or, 

2. That the bankrupt did not on his examination fully 
and truly discover all his property ; or, 

3. That a person having proved a false debt, he fails to 
disclose the same ; or, 

4. That after the filing of the petition the bankrupt had 
prevented or withheld the production of a book or 
document; 

and on any trial of the bankrupt for any such thing, the 
= shall be sufficient evidence of the matters therein 


855. The Court may, on application, give a certificate 
that it approves of the prosecution, and on the production 
of such certificate the costs of the prosecution shall be allowed 
by the Court, and shall be paid and borne as expenses of 


—— for felony are paid and borne ; and where the |. 


urt gives such a certificate, expenses not paid and borne 

as aforesaid shall, when taxed, be paid, under an order. of 

the Lord Chancellor, out of money standing to the Chief 
r’s account. 

356. Where it appears that there are grounds for the in- 

stitution of a prosecution, the Court may order that the 





thereon. 

$57. In any indictment or information for any misde- 
meanour er’ oo Act 4 a be > org to set forth the 
substance of the offence charged, without alleging or setting: 
forth any debt, act of bankruptcy, &c. ' 

358. So much of the Act of 5 & 6 Vict. c. 38, as excludes 
from the jurisdiction of justices and recorders at sessions of 
the peace, or adjournments thereof, the trial of persons for 
offences against any provisions of the laws relating to bank~ 
rupts is hereby repealed. 


Part XXI, — MiscELLANEOUS PROVISIONS RESPECTING. 
BANKRUPTCY AND ARRANGEMENT. 

859. This Act shall extend to aliens and denizens. 

360. A trader having privilege of Parliament may be dealt; 
with under this Act, but he shall not be liable to be arrested 
or imprisoned during the time of such privilege, except im 
case of a misdemeanour. 

861. If any person adjudged bankrupt by any British; 
Court out of England has not obtained his discharge, and is: 
seised of any real property in England, the assignee or trus- 
tee may apply for and, on proof of such bankruptcy, and of 
the absence of the discharge, and without further evidence,. 
obtain adjudication against him in London, and such ad- 
judication shall have the like effect and consequences- 
= if he had been originally adjudged bankrupt by that 

ourt. 

362. Nothing in this Act shall affect the provisions of the: 
Act of 11 & 12 Vict. c. 21. 

363. An agent of a company having notice of an act of 
bankruptcy, the company shall be deemed to have such. 
notice. 

364. Documents not directed to be served personally may 
be sent by post. 

365. General orders respecting the form and contents of 
notices in the Gazette may provide for notices concerning: 
more matters than one being comprised in one advertise-- 
ment, and may fix the price for advertisements in the 


te, 

866. If any person inserts in the Gazette or in any news-- 
paper any advertisement under this Act without authority,. 
or knowing the same to be false, he shall be guilty of am 
offence against this Act, and shall be liable on summary 
conviction to a penalty not exceeding £20, or to imprison- 
ment for any term not exceeding three months with or with- 
out hard labour. 

867. The bankrupt (if not in prison or in custody) shall, 
after surrender, attend the trustee on eyery reasonable- 
notice, and shall assist him in making out the accounts. 

868. The bankrupt, after surrender, at all reasonable: 
times, may inspect his books in the presence of the trustee,. 
and bring with him two persons to assist him. 

369. The bankrupt, after discharge, shall, on demand in 
writing, attend the trustee to settle any accounts, or attend: 
any Court to give evidence, or do any act necessary for’ 
getting in or protecting his estate, for which attendance he 
shall be entitled to be paid five shillings per day by the 
trustee out of his estate. 

370. The proper officer of the Court or the trustee, on the- 
reasonable application of the bankrupt, or of any creditor 
who has proved, shall produce all petitions, orders, pto- 
ceedings, books, and documents relating to the bank-. 
ruptcy or arrangement, and the applicant wie have: 
copies or extracts thereof or therefrom, as general orders: 


ct. 
871. If any gaoler to whose custody any bankrupt is- 
committed refuses to receive him, or suffers him to escapey. 
he shall be liable to forfeit a sum not exceeding five hun 


dred pounds, 
Evidence. 


$72. The Court may summon before it and examine the 
bankrupt’s wife, or any person, and may require the pro-. 
duction of documents ; and if the person summoned does not. 
obey the summons, the Court may issue a warrant. : 

373. If the Court is satisfied that any person is nae 
out of the way, the Court may order service to be effected in 
such manner as the Court thinks shall be equivalent to 

rsonal service, 

874, Every witness sinning may have expenses allowed 
him ; and a person summoned shall not be liable year J 


penalty for failing to obey, unless reasonable expenses 
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been first paid or tendered to him. 

375. If the Court is satisfied. that the bankrupt is keep- 
ing out of the way, or that there is reasonable cause for be- 
lievin  ysoebpae is about to quit. England, or to remove or 
conceal any of his , unless he is forthwith appre- 
hended, the Court may by warrant-authorise any person to 
apprehend him. 

76. If the bankrupt or his wife or any other person re- 
fuses to be sworn, or refuses to answer, or does not fully 
answer, or refuses to sign his or her examination, or does 
not produce all books, the Court may by warrant commit 
him or her to prison until he or she submits to the Court. 

377. Any such warrant of commitment need not set 
pe honey examination, but shall refer to it as remaining on 

378. Where any person is committed for refusing to 
answer or not fully answering a question on examination 
that question shall be specified in the examination. - 

379. A copy of the examination of the m so com. 
mitted shall be delivered personally to him or her within 
forty-eight hours from hig actual lodgment in prison, and 
in default he shall be discharged from custody. 

380. On habeas corpus sued ont by the person committed 
for discharge such person shall not be d by rea- 
son only of any informality, but the Court on consideration 
of the whole examination may order the discharge of the 

committed 

381. The Court may summon and éxamine any person, 
orally (to be taken down bya shorthand writer or other. 
wise), or by written interrogatories or on affidavit, or by 
commission abroad. 

382. The Act of the 17 & 18 Vict. c, 34,shall extend to, 
and the pewers thereof shall be exercised by the Court of 
rap ae and a county court forthe purposes of this 

ct. 


383. The Court may order that a person in Scotland or in 

Ireland shall be examined there. 
' 384. An affidavit may be sworn in any place in the British 
dominions before a Court or judge, or before a person autho- 
rised to administer oaths there ; or out of the British do- 
mainions before a British minister, consul, or vice-consul. 

885. If any person wilfully and pea ge Seog ay falsely 
in any affidavit taken out of England he s be deemed 
guilty of perjury, and may be dealt with, indicted, tried, 
and, if convicted, sentenced, and his offence may be charged 
to have been committed in any county or ee in England, 
in which he is in custody, as if the offence had been actually 
there committed. 

886. In case of the death of a witness whose.evidence has 
been received by any Court in any proceeding under this 
Act, his deposition shall be admitted as evidence, 

887. The Gazette or a newspaper containing an advertise- 
ment shall be admitted as cane of any matter therein 
contained. ~ 

$88. Any petition or proceeding under this Act rt- 
ing to be sealed: with the seal of the Court, or any writing 
purporting to be a copy thereof and to be sealed, shall be 
admitted as evidence of the document which it purports to 
be, or whereof it. purports to be a copy, and of the ing 
of the orders and taking of the proceedings therein stated or 
referred to, and shall be a record of the Court under the seal 
whereof it purports to be, without further proof. ; 

889. Judicial and official notice shall be taken of the seal 
of the Court, and of the signature of any judge, commis- 
sioner, or registrar, attached or subscribed to any judicial or 
official proceeding, or document purporting to & made or 
signed in 4 matter in bankruptcy. 

390. If any person cme eset any rule or order of 
the Court o ruptcy the Court may commit ‘him to 
prison without bail. 

391. Orders of any Court in England under this Act shall 
be enforced in Scotland and Iréland by the Courts there 
ne jurisdiction in bankruptcy or for the relief of insolvent 

tors. ‘ P 

Deliverances, interlocutors, and decrees of any Court:in 
Scotland for or in the course of any bankruptcy or insolvency 
shall be enforeed by any Court acting under this Act. 

Orders of any Court in Ireland having jurisdiction im 
bankruptcy or for relief of insolvent debtors shall be enforced 
by any Court acting under this Act. 

In every’such case the order, deliverance, interlocutor, or 
decree shall be enforced in like manner as nearly as may be. 
es if ‘en order, decision, or decree to.the like effect had been 





made or given by the Court required by this section to en- _ 
force the same in a matter within its own jurisdiction. 

392. No action or proceedings shall lie against any per- 
son acting under the authority of this Act unless ice int 
writing (specifying the cause of the action or proceedin 
and the name and residence of the intending plaintiff 
proseeutor, and of his attorney or agent in the matter) is: 
given to the intended defendant one month at least before the- 
commencement of the action or proceeding, nor unless the 
action or proceeding is commenced within three months next 
after the act or thing complained of is done or omitted, or 
in case ofa continuation of damage within three months next 
after the doing of such damage has ceased, and any such 
action shall be laid and tried in the county or place wheré- 
the cause of action arose, and not elsewhere. 9 

_ 393. In any such action the defendant may plead gene- 
rally that he was acting under the authority of this Act, 
and may give all special matter in evidence. 

$94. -On the trial of any such action the plaintiff shall not 
be permitted to go into evidence of any cause of action not: 
stated in his notice. i 

895. The plaintiff in any such action shall not sueceed if 
tender of sufficient amends is made before the commence- 
ment of the action ; and in ‘case no tender has been madé 
the defendant may at any time pay into court such money 
as he thinks fit, <t 

396. If in any such action the plaintiff does not succeed 
in obtaining judgment the defendant shall receive full costs, 
and though a verdict is given for the plaintiff, he shall not 
have costs unless the judge certifies his approval of the 
action and verdict. 

897. No action shall be brought against any messenger 
for anything done in obedience to any warrant, unless a de- 
mand for a perusal of such warrant, and for a copy thereof, 
has been left t at the usual place of abode of such messenger, 
nor unless compliance has been refused for'six days. . 

898. If after such demand, and ‘compliance therewith, 
any person brings an action against such messenger without 
making the petitioning creditor a defendant, the jury, on 
proteases and proof of the warrant, shall give their verdict 

or the ase al “i 2 
$99. If such action is brought against the petitioni 
creditor and snch messenger, the jury shall, on proof of the 
warrant, give the verdict for such messenger. ! 

400. If the verdict is given against the petinoning credi-- 
tor, the plaintiff shall reeover costs, to include such costs as. 
he is liable to pay to such messenger. 

401. In any action brought against the petitioning credi- 
tor, éitlier alone, or jointly with such messenger, proof by 
the plaintiff that a defendant is petitioning creditor shall he, 
sufficient for the pu of making him liable. : 

402. Sections 114 to 117 (both inclusive) of the Act.9 & 
10 Vict. c. 95, shall extend and apply to warrants under 
this Act, and to officers acting in execution of such 
warrants. OA 

403. The judges and commissioners of the Court. of Bank- 
tuptcy, county court judges, registrars, accountant, and 
taxing-master shall be incapable of being ected to or sit+ 
ting in Parliament, and they and the clerks and ushers shall 
not be liable to serve any parochial or corporate office, and, 
shall be exempt from serving on any jury. «. ; 

404, The building in Basinghall-street, and the building 
in Portugal-street, vested in the Commissioners of Works, 
to be used as the Lord Chancellor directs ;.and the build- 
ings provided for the Court of Bankruptcy in the country’ 
districts vested in the last-mentioned commissioners. 

405. The registrars and other officers shall make to the’ 
chief registrar annual or other returns, and the chief régis-" 
trar shall frame a general report to the Lord Chancellor. 


Part XXII.--Funps or Court oF BANKRUPTCY ; SALA- 
RIES ; ANNUITIES ; Fees; Stamps. 

406. All money for the time being in the Bank of England 
on account of the estates of bankrupts, or in matters of 
bankruptcy, shall be deemed one common and cash. 

407. There shall be continued at the Bank of England, 
in the name of the Accountant in Bankruptcy, the three 
following accounts :— , 

The Bankruptcy Fund Account ; 

The Unclaimed Dividend Account ; 

The Chief Registrar’s Account. 
408, Securities on three accounts to remain. ‘ 
409. Money remaining uninvested shall be from. time to 
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time invested in government or parliamentary. securities, 


which shall be placed to the Bankruptcy Fund Account. 

410. Dividends unclaimed shall be carried to the Un- 
claimed Dividend Account. 

411. Money standing to the Unclaimed Dividend Account 
shall be subject to the order of the Court of Bankruptcy in 
London for the payment thereout of any dividend in the 
matter to which any part thereof originally belonged. 

412. Out of the money on the Unclaimed Dividend Ac- 
count money shall be from time to time invested in govern- 
ment or parliamentary securities, which shall be carried to 
the same account. 

413, Out of money on the Chief Registrar’s Account 
money shall be from time to time invested in government 
or parliamentary securities, which shall be placed to the 
same account. 

414, If money invested is wanted to answer any demand, 
a sufficient part of the securities to be sold and the money 
paid into the Bank, in order that the demands may at all 
times be paid out of the common and general cash. 

415. If at any time the money and securities to the Bank- 
ruptcy Fund Account and the Unclaimed Dividend Account, 
are not sufficient, the sums taken for purposes of this act 
shall be considered a debt due from the public, and shall be 
made good by Parliament accordingly. 

416. The Lord Chancellor may direct any securities stand- 
ing to the Chief Registrar’s Account to be sold. 

417. The income arising from securities standing to the 
Bankruptey Fund Account, Unclaimed Dividend Account, 
and Chief Registrar’s Account, shall be carried to the Chief 
Registrar’s Account. 

418. The amount of the compensations payable to. the 
patentee of bankrupts, former commissioners of bankrupts, 
clerk of the hanaper, and other officers of the Lord Chan- 
cellor and Court of Chancery, and retiring annuities at the 
commencement of this Act, payable out of money standing 
30 the Chief Registrar’s Account, shall be, from time to time, 
paid into the Bank of England, to that account, by the com- 
missioners of Her Majesty’s treasury, out of money provided 
by Parliament. 


419. Money standing to the Chief Reyistrar’s Account shall | 


be applied to payment of salaries, superannuation allowances, 


and retiring and compensation annuities, and of salaries of | 
clerks, ushers, and others employed in the Court of Bank- | 


ruptcy, and the offices thereof, and to payment of expenses 
for that Court, and of maintenance, insurance, rent and re- 
pairs, &c., the account being first audited and allowed by a 
judge or commissioner of the Court. 

420. The salaries of the judges and officers of the Court of 
Bankruptcy in London shall be—of the judges, £2100 a-year 
each ; of the chief registrar, £1,400 a-year; of the other 
registrars, £1,200 a-year each ; of the taxing-master, £1,400 
a-year. 

421. The salaries of the commissioners of the country 
district Courts, and of all officers whose offices are abolished, 
shall continue as long as they remain in office. 

422. The subordinate officers shall continue entitled to 
receive the same salaries as at the commencement of this 


ct. 

423. Salaries shall be paid (less income tax), on the 11th 
day of January, April, July and October, with a proportionate 
part for any broken quarter. 


424. The Lord Chancellor may, on‘ the petition of any | 
judge, commissioner, or registrar, or of the accountant in | 


ankruptcy, or of the taxing-master, or other officer of the 
Court, appointed before the passing of the Superannuation 
Act, 1866, order that there be paid to the petitioner, a re- 


tiring annuity not exceeding two-thirds of his salary, out of | 


~ "eed standing to the Chief Registrar’s Account, pro- 
vided— 

(1.) That the petitioner has served in his office for not less 

than 20 years, and is not less than 65 years of age, or 
was appointed to his office in or before the year 1832, 
and is desirous of retiring ; or 

2. That the petitioner is afflicted with a permanent in- 

—e disabling him from the due execution of his 
office. 

425. The commissioners of her Majesty’s treasury may, on 
the petition of the holder of any office abolished by this 
Act, accompanied by a certificate of the Lord Chancellor, 
award to be paid to that person an annuity. 

426. The commissioners of her Majesty's treasury may, 


on the petition of any clerk whose office is abolished by 


this Act, inquire whether compensation ought to be made 


to the petitioner. and if they think that his claim to com; 
pensation is established, may award him compensation, by 
annuity or otherwise. 

427. If any person to whom a compensation annuity is 
granted accepts any public employment he shall receive 
only so much of his compensation annuity as, with the 
salary of that employment, will equal such compensation 
annuity. 

428, Where a registrar attends at any place for the 
purpose of acting under this Act, his travelling and in- 
cidental expenses, and those of any clerk or officer attend- 
ing him, shall, after being settled by the Court, be paid out 
of the bankrupt’s property, or if the same is insufficient, 
then out of money standing to the Chief Registrar's Ac- 
count, 

429, Such fees shall be paid in bankruptcy and in other 
matters under this Actas general orders from time to time 
direct. 

430. Fees shall be collected by stamps. 

431. Any document shall not be valid unless properly 
stamped. 

432. The Commissioners of Inland Revenue shall keep a 
separate account of money received in respect of stamps, 
and, subject to deduction of expenses, the money shall be 
carried to the Chief Registrar’s Account. 

433. General orders shall make provision for regulating 
the use of stamps and for insuring the cancellation of ad- 
hesive stamps, and for keeping accounts of pap 

434, Every deed or other assurance relating solely to free- 
hold, leasehold, copyhold, or customary property, or to any 
mortgage on any real or personal property, part of the 
estate of any bankrupt, and every power of attorney or other 
instrument or writing relating solely to the estate of an 
bankrupt or to any proceeding under any bankruptcy sha 
| be exempt from stamp duty (except in respect of fees under 
| this Act) and from every other duty. 

Parr XXIII.—GENERAL ORDERS. 

435. General orders shall be made from time to time 
under this Act. 

436. General orders shall be made by the Lord Chancellor 
| with the advice and assistance of the judges of the Court of 
| Bankruptcy in London, or any two of them. 
| 487. General orders for the county courts shall be made 
; by the authority empowered to make general orders under 
| the County Courts Acts, 
| 438. General orders respecting appeals shall be made by 
; the Lord Chancellor, with the advice and assistance of the 
| Lords Justices of the Court of Appeal in Bankruptcy, or one 
of them. 

439. General orders may alter any provision of this Act 
respecting practice or procedure, and may vary provisions 
of this Act regulating proceedings in bankruptcy and_ other 
matters under this Act, in order to adapt them to the con- 
: stitution and circumstances of county courts ; but in any 
' such case the orders shall not take effect until the expira- 
| tion of one month after they have been laid before both 
Houses of Parliament. 

440. General orders relating to fees or to stamps, or to 
receipt and expenditure of and accounting for money, shall 
be made with the approval of the Commissioners of her 
Majesty’s Treasury. 

Parr XXIV.—TemporAry PROVISIONS RESPECTING LATE 
Insotvent Desrors Court. 

441. The Court of Bankruptcy in London shall have the 
jurisdiction possessed at the commencement of the Bank- 
| ruptey Act, 1861, by the late Insolvent Debtors’ Court in 
relation to all matters then pending in that Court and not 
| completed at the commencement of this Act. 

442. All matters pending in the county courts under the 
| Insolvent Debtors Act shall be continued and completed 
therein. 

443. The provisional and official assignee of the estates 
and effects of insolvent debtors shall continue to perform 
the duties imposed on him by the Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
If a vacancy occurs in that office the Lord Chancellor ma 
appoint a fit person to perform the remaining duties thereof. 

444, The clerks at the commencement of this Act dis- 
charging duties connected with the late Insolvent Debtors’ 
Court shall continue to discharge the same duties as at. the 
commencement of this Act. If a vacancy happens, the Lord 
Chancellor may employ a fit person to wg the duties ; 
and in the event of the duties of any such clerk ceasing, he 








shall, ifthe Lord Chancellor thinks fit, be appointed ta 
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discharge similar duties in the Court of Bankruptcy in 
London. 

445. The provisional and official assignee shall as long as 
he remains in office receive the same salary. 

446. The clerks who under this Act discharge duties con- 
nected with the late Insolvent Debtors’ Court shall as long 
as they discharge such duties continue to receive the same 
salaries. 

447, Such fees shall be payable in respect of proceedings 
which originated in the late Insolvent Debtors’ Court, and 
are carried on in the Court of Bankruptcy in London, as 
general orders from time to time direct. 

448. All money and securities standing to the account, 
intituled ‘‘The Purposes of the 26th section of the Bank- 
tuptcy Act, 1861, Account,” shall be carried to an account 
to be intituled The Account of the late Insolvent Debtors 
Court. 

449, The money and securities standing to the Account 
of the late Insolvent Debtors’ Court shall be subject to the 
orders of the Court of Bankruptcy in London for the pay- 
nent of any dividend, and, subject thereto, shall be appli- 
cable in such manner as the Lord Chaneellor from time to 
time directs. 

450. Nothing in this Act shall deprive any person hold- 
ing any office in the late Insolvent Debtors’ Court of any 
superannuation allowances ; and service in the Court of 
Bankruptey in London shall be equivalent to service in the 
late Insolvent Debtors’ Court. 

451. All money since the commencement of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1861, received on account of the estates of in- 
igivent debtors, and paid to the general account of bank- 
rupts estates, shall be transferred to the Account of the late 
Insolvent Debtors’ Court. 

452. All dividends unclaimed shall, after the expiration 
of twelve months from the declaration of the dividend, or 
from the time at which the unclaimed money came into the 
hands of the provisional and official assignee, be paid into 
the Bank to the account of the late Insolvent Debtors’ 
Court. 








IRELAND. 


Rotts Court. 

April 15.— The case of the Queen’s University.—The 
Master of the Rolls gave judgment in this case. ‘The 
petitioners were three graduates of the University, who 
contended that the Supplemental Charter of last year was 
null and void because it was inconsistent with the previous 
charters, and that the Senate had no right to act upon it. 
In doing so they would arrogate to themselves the cxer- 
cise of the Queen’s prerogative just as any other un- 
authorised body of persons would do if they took upon 
themselves to confer academic degrees and honours, If, 
on the contrary, the petitioners were wrong in their view, 
then they were seeking to interrupt the due exercise of 
the Queen's prerogative by those to whom she had de- 
puted it, and to deprive all the Queen’s subjects who 
might claim degrees under the powers conferred by this 
Supplemental Charter of the advantages to which they 
were eutitled. The rights involved on both sides were 
those of the Queen and ithe public. The petition was 
therefore unsustainable because the Attorney..General was 
not a party to it. If that were the ouly defect in the 
suit it might be remedied by bringing the Attorney- 
General as a defendant, but he had come to the con- 
clusion that the suit could not be maintained at all by 
the present petitioners, even if the Attorney-General 
were a defendant. In order to maintain a suit as a 
plaintiff a litigant must show some injury to himself as 
an individual to be redressed or prevented. If no private 
right of his, such as the law recognizes, is violated, and 
no:loss has been, or is about to be, suffered by him as 
an individual, he cannot become plaintiff in a suit merely 
because others do not perform their duty to the public. 
It appeared to him that the petitioners were not injured 
otherwise than as part of the public, There had been 
no grievance to them as individuals, and they had no 
Zocus standi.in the Court. His impression was that the 
charter of 1864 did not vest the power of accepting the 
Supplementary Charter in the Senate exclusively. But 
that impression was insufficient to excuse the petitioners 
from paying the costs of the defendants, who had suc- 
cessfully: resisted the suit. His Honour, therefore, dis- 





missed the petition with costs—one set of costs, * without 
prejudice to an information.” 





Tue Reapersiie at TUE Rotts. 

John Francis Waller, Esq., LL.D., barrister, but better 
known as “ Jonathan Freke Slingsby,” bas been appointed 
by the Master of the Rolls to the office of Reader and 
Clerk of the Rolls Court. The announcement of Dr. 
Wualler’s appointment has been received with general ap- 
proval. No one is better qualified to fill the office, and 
none better entitled to obtain it, from his high literary at- 
tainments and his personal character, 





Court OF CRIMINAL APPEAL. 

April 17, 18.—The Queen v. Meany.—The case of Stephem 
J. Meany, who was convicted of treason-felony in February 
last, came before this Court on a point reserved by the 
learned judges before whom he was tried. The objection 
to the conviction is, that the Court had no jurisdiction to 
try the accused, inasmuch as he had not committed any 
overt act of treasonin Ireland. Hewas arrested in London. 
shortly after returning from America, where he first became 
connected with the Fenian movement; was transferred 
from thence to Dublin, and remained in custody until the 
time of his trial. 

Judgment is deferred till the 29th. 





A meeting of the Bar was held on Wednesday, in the 
library of the Four Courts, for the purpose of initiating 
measures for the preparation and presentation of an address 
to the Right Hon. Francis Blackburne, late Lord Chan- 
cellor, on the occasion of his retirement from the Bench 
Resolutions for the carrying out of this object were 
adopted, and a committee was appointed to prepare am 
address. 


SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


PROPOSED SOCIETY OF LAW CLERKS IN BIR- 
MINGHAM. 

Theadjourned meeting ofthe Birmingham Law Clerks was 
held last Monday evening at 98, Bull-street. Mr. F, H. 
Fisher presided, and there was a good attendance of 
clerks, 

The CuairMAN, in opening the meeting, stated that the 
committee appointed at the last meeting had, after con- 
siderable trouble, framed a set of rules which, it was 
to be hoped, would meet the views of those who wished 
to join the proposed friendly benefit society, and those 
present would have the opportunity of expressing their 
opinion upon them. He then called upon Mr. Overton, 
who, on behalf of the committeey;read over and explained 
the rules seriatim. 

After a short discussion the rules were unanimously 
adopted, subject to the amendment of four rules, which 
were to be corrected by the committee. 

The CuarrMan then stated that it was important that 
intending members should send in their names to him at 
98, Bull-street, as speedily as possible, in order that the 
rules might be enrolled and the society launched. 

After this business had been dispesed of, the chairmam 
called upon Mr. Foster to explain the rules as to the 
management of the Mental Improvement Society, and that 
gentleman, in reply, read over the rules of the proposed 
society, and there being difference of opinion as to the 
principle on which it should be founded, it was resolved to 
appoint a special commiitee for the purpose of arranging 
the business, and to draw up a report for the adjourned 
meeting. The meeting then seleeted Messrs. Robinson, 
McKay, Robnett, Clements, Bailey, Hodges, Foster, Ward, 
and F. H. Fisher, to act on the committee. The adjourned 
meeting will be held on Tuesday, April 23. 














ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


NOTICES OF ADMISSION, 
Easter Term, 1867. 
The clerks’ names appear in smal! capitals, and the attorneys to whom 
articled or assigned follow in ordinary type. 
CLuLow, Jonn Watrer. — William Shakespeare, West 
Bromwich, and Oldbury. 
Cotyer, Francis JAMEs.—George Daniel Warner, To 
bridge. 








— 
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‘GrorcE, OLIveR.—Charles Walter bee St. Asaph. 

Hat, Joun Cressy.—Thomas Cave , Deal; 1, Staple- 
inn ; 18, Mornington-crescent, Regent’s-park. 

Suiiivay, Henry Epen.—J. B. Walford, Abergavenny ; 
W. H. Reece, 87, Lincoln’s-inn-chambers. 

Last day of Easter Term, 1867. 

Bacue, Wi1u1AM.—John Bullen Shepherd, Stourbridge. 
Bower, VERNoN.—Edward Bower, Birmingham; Mark 
Whyley, Birmingham ; Frederick Price, Birmingham. 

Coorrr, Winzzase Vlisinas Cooper, Congleton. 

Dunn, ALFRED Srancoms.—William Giles, Taunton ; 
Thomas Meyler, Taunton ; Thomas Plews, 14, Old Jewry- 
chambers. 

HanrcReAves, JAMES.—Benjamin Terry, Bradford. 

Hart, James.—Robert Hart, 25, Chancery-lane. 

— CLARENCE.—Henry Jeffreys Farrar, Cranbrook, 

ent. 

Ites, ALEXANDER HircomMAN.—Richard ~— Gloucester. 

7 JoHN CALVERT—Thomas Fowle, Northallerton, 

ork. 

Jones, Epwarp Tuomas. —Charles Geo Henry St. 
Patrick, Bristol ; Charles Meredith, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Leaver, Wit1i1AM.—Thomas Part, Wigan. 

Lewis, ArTHUR Percy.—Charles Lewis, 1, Albany-court- 
yard, Piccadilly ; Edward Tyrrell Lewis, 1, Albany-court- 
_ i Piccadilly ; B. Smith, 6, Southampton-street, 

trand. 


Lownpes, THoMAS.—William Latham, Sandbach; John 
Latham, Sandbach. 

Mitnz, Frank.—Edward C. Milne, Manchester ; Edwin C. 
Hopps, Menchester ; Augustus P. Earle, Manchester. 

Norsvury, Joun FrEDERICK.—William Steward Foster, 
28, Lincoln’s inn-fields. 

Rn, Wittram CHANNING.—Thomas Martineau, Bir- 

mingham. 

Park, Goprrey Wm. Woop.—Godfrey R. Park, Hedon. 


PREsTON, CHARLES FRANcIS.—Francis Wheatley Preston, 
Tenbury. 

Sweetinc, Epwarp.—Henry Davis Poole, 9, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields. 


TuorowGoop, THEopoRE.—Edward G. Craig, Braintree, 
Esse 


“s 
Vavuprey, Toomas WILLIAM.—John Wilson, Congleton. 
WacsTaFFE, JoHN Francis. — William G. Wagstate, 
Grantham. 
‘Watace, Rozert.—Joseph Watson, Neweastle-upon-Tyne. 
‘Warp, James Livesry.—John Egerton Ward, Congleton. 
ee CHRISTOPHER.—John Egerton Ward, Con- 
eton. 
Teovrnen, Sypvey Wit11amM.— Edmund Carlyon, St. 
Austell, Cornwall. 
(For previous names see ante p. 296.) 
NOTICE OF APPLICATION TO BE RE-ADMITTED. 
Last day of Easter Term, 1867. 
Fitch, William Charles, 8, Victoria-terrace, Rochester- 
square, Middlesex ; and Southampton. 
APPLICATIONS TO TAKE OUT OR RENEW AT- 
TORNEY’S CERTIFICATES. 
14th May, 1867. 
Bell, Charles, Springfield-hill-villa, near Chelmsford, Essex. 
Bromley, James Emmott, Lincoln. 
Cousin, George, Bradford, York. 
Dignam, Silvester, Calcutta. 
‘Greatbach, Frederick Daniel, 1, Claremont-terrace, Heath- 
street, Hampstead. 
r, William Henry, 17, Malvern-terrace, Kilburn, Mid- 


x. 
Lace, William Henry, Liverpool. 
Lander, John Gilbert, 7, Priory-road, Kilburn, Middlesex. 
Leigh, Alfred, Sale Moor, near Manchester. 
Marshall, Henry, Leeds, York ; and Boston, Lincoln. 
Anthony, Bradninch, Devon. 

e, Au Henry, Newnham, Gloucester, 

Noble, Christopher James.—Varna-road, Freemantle, Mid- 


dlesex. 

Pemberton, William Augustus Sadler, 1, Pinner’s-court, 
Old Broad-street, City ; and 1, Alma-square, St. John’s- 
wood, Middlesex. 

rah William, 13, Rue de Lille, Paris, France, 
hitelock, John William, Rogate, near Petersfield, Hants, 

Daniel Thomas, 27, Spencer-road, Hornsey- 
road, Middlesex. 











COURT PAPERS. 


CHANCERY CAUSE LIST. 
Easter Term, 1867. 
BEFORE THE LORD CHANCELLOR AND CORDS 
JUSTICES. 


Appeals. 
Harries v Rees (S.—Jan. 18) 
Pearse v Dobinson (K.—Feb. 
10) 
Morris v Leanally Ry. & Dock 
Co. (S.—Feb. 13) 
Kendall v Watson ; Watson 
v Kendall (S.—April 19) 
Gordon v Gordon (S.—April 


19) 

(S.0.) Johnstone v Hamilton 
(S.—May 2) 

Forsbrook v Forsbrook (S.— 


May 8) 
Cook v Glass (S.—May 9) 
Patch v Ward (S.—June 8) 
Martin v Headon (K.—June 9) 
Thorpe v Mattinson (S.— 
June 12) 
Massey v Massey (W.—June 
29) 


Fielden, Bart., v Mayor, &c., 
Blackburn (W.—July 14) 

Tilley v Thomas (8S.—July 24) 

Att.-Gen. v Mid-Kent Rail. 
Co. (S.—July 25) 

Osborn v Duke of Marlboro’ 
(S.—July 28) 

Hynam v Dunn iia, 3 

Snowball v Wrightson (W. 
—Oct. 5 

Cooperv Martin (S.—Oct. 30) 

Imperial Gas-Light & Coke 

‘o. v W. London Junction 

Gas Co. (Limited) (S.— 


Nov. 5) 

N. Stafford Steel, Iron & Coal 
Co., Burslem (Limited) v 
Lord Camoys (K.—Nov. 5) 

Steward v Jones (S.—Nov. 6) 

Baxendale v McMurray pt hd 
(S.—Nov. 6) 

Lord Carington v Wycombe 
Rail. Co. (S. Nov. 6) 

Crump v Moretonhampstead 
& South Devon Rail. Co. 
(S.—Nov. 12) 

L.C.) Turner v Burkinshaw 
(R.—Nov. 27) 

Foster v Oxenham ; Foster v 
Brown; Brown v Foster 
(S.—Nov. 29) 

(L.C.) Strickland v Cholmeley 
(R.—Nov: 30) 

Rossv Estates Investment Co. 
(Limited) (W.—Dec. 7) 
(L.C.) Troup v Ricardo (R.— 

Dec. 10 


» 10) 
(L.C.) Crossley v Lightowler 
pthd (W.—Dec. 21) 
ee Townend (S.— 


Dec. 

(L.C.) Walshe v Dommett (R. 
—Jan. 9) 

omg v Fryer (K.—Jan. 


10) 

(L.C.) Sullivan vy Ward (K.— 
Jan. 10) 

een v Fryer (K.—Jan. 

0) 

Pietroni v Transatlantic Co. 
(W.—Jan. 16) 

(LC. — vDommett (R. 


an. 
— v Maude (8.—Jan. 


(L.C.) Turner v Burkinshaw 
(R.—Jan. 21) 

(L.C.) Simons v Bagnall (R. 
—dJan. 22) 

King v Brown (S.—Jan. 28) 

Price v Peppercorne (S.— 
Jan. 25 


Pietroni v Transatlantic Co. 
(W.—Jan. 25) 

Colquhoun v Ouvry (W.— 
Jan. 28) 

Slee v International Bank 
(W.—Jan. 28) 

Almond v Surman (S.—Jan. 
30) 

Speight v Foster (M.—Feb. 1) 

ig aifips v Crouch (S.—Feb.2) 

(L.C. & L.J.) Platt v Walter; 
Walter v Plett (S.—Feb. 2) 

Simonds v Bagnall (R.— 
Feb. 4) 

Leev Angas (S.—Feb. 4) 

Hunt v Williams (S.---Feb, 7) 

Loveridge v Bates (M. — 
Feb. 8) 

Paine v Hutchinson (S.— 


eb. 

Webster, Bart., v Cook (R. 
—Feb. 9 

Robins v Edwards (R.— 
Feb. 9) 

Turner v Turner (S.—Feb, 


5) 
Howard v Earl of Shrewsbury 
(R.—Feb. 21) 
Sadler v Pope (S.—Feb. 22 
Sadler v Pope (S.—Feb. 22 
Sadler v Pope (S.—Feb. 22) 
MclInroy v Hargrove aj 
V.C. Cemiy Palatine of 
Lancaster 
Fox v Dellestable (M.—Feb. 
26) 
Crump v Lambert (R.— 
a 6) me: 
umphreys v Humphreys 
(8. March 8) TEs 
Viscountess Gort v Clark (8, 
—March 9) 
Colby v Gadsden (R.—March 
1l 


) 
Seagram v Knight (R. — 
arch 11) 
Harrison v Wardell; Wardell 
v Wardell (S.—March 12) 
Cheesman v_ Price; Price 
v Cheesman (R.—March 
5) 


1 
Bauman v James S.—March 


16) 
Dell v Griffits (R.—March 18) 
Baring v Harris (M.—March 
19 


Craven v Trail; Craven Vv 
Craven (8.—March 21) 
Ronayne v Ronayne (8.— 

March 26) 
Lanfranchi v Mackenzie (Me 
—March 26) 


Causes. 2 
(L.C.) Baxendale v W. Mid- 
land Rail. Co.. md 
(L.C.) Baxendale v Gt. Wea- 
tern Rail. Co. md 
(L.J.) Wood v Scoles fe 
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"BEFORE THE MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 


Causes, dc. 
In the matter of the Land 
Credit Co. of Ir. (Lim.) dr 
Plucknett v Pomfret md & p 
Haines v Haines md 
Edmonds v Millett fc pt hd 
Wareham v Nixon fe 
Izon v Wilson c wit (April 24) 
Hood v Ashwin md 
Maughan v Blake md 
Rooke v Tennant c wit 
(April 24) 
Pepper v National Meat Con- 
sumers Co. (Lim.) md wit 
Forster v London Chat. & 
Dover Rail. Co. md 
Duffield vy Cross md 
Morrish v Edwards c 
Duncan v Lakeman fe 
James v Gt. Estn. Rl. Co. md 
Tower v Tower’ md 
Hill v Me sc 
Ling v Ward ; Ling v Attor.- 
Gen. fe 
Thomson v Waterlow 
Henderson v Hudson 
Jones v Lambert fe 
Dodsworth v ee md 
Earl of Suffolk & ire v 
Cox md 
Webster v Robinson m d 
Clarkson v Kearns fc &sum 
Gaylard v Low md 


md 
md 


Jones v Midl. Count. & South 
Wales Ry. Co. md 
Scottv Amey md 
Armstrong v George c¢ 
Stannard v Pawley md 
Mitchell vy Murray c 
Murray v Mitchell c 
Hunter v Scholey md 
Merriman vy Goodman c 
Williams v Williams fc 
Roberts vy Vaughan md 
Shattock v Shattock fe 
Kennedy v Kennedy fe 
Baker v Thompson fc 
Higgins v Hugessen c 
De Crespigny v Kearns md 
Jolliffe vy Metrop. &St. John’s 
Wood Ry. Co. md 
Frampton v Chandler fe 
Gurnell vy Upton md 
Gurnell v Upton md 
Loch v Bagley md 
Raullot v Chambers sc 
Willett v Metrop. & St John’s 
Wood Ry. Co. md 
Sheild v Taylor fc 
O’Toole v Browne c 
Atkinson v Mackreth md 
Dalton v Kemp c 
Hawkins v Haris md 
Walters v Woodbridge fc 
Proctor v Smith c¢ 
Andrewes v Nelson c 





BEFORE VICE-CHANCELLOR SIR JOHN STUART. 


Causes, $c. 

Kelly v Hutten ex to ans 

Kelly v Hutton — ex to ans 

Gedye v Symonds c wit 

Bromilow v Haddock md 

Turner v Chick c 

Powell v Gt. East. Rl. Co. md 

Stewart v Stewart md 

Hill v Boyle _c 

Walker v Walker c 

Bowser v McAdam m d 

Edmunds v Brougham c (evi 
in ch vivd voce) 

In re Greenwood ; Greenwood 
v Greenwood f ¢ from ch 

‘Taylor v Winder md 

Knowles v Cooper c 

Dickinson v Wennington fc 

Blake v Blake c 

‘Gardiner. v Cachar Co. (Lim.) 
app fr Sheriff’s ct 

Boutland v Gt. East. Rl.Co. md 

Pedley v Dodds fe 

Copron v Richards md 

White v White md 

‘Shep v Turner md 

Runder v Bennett md pt hd 

Forbes'v Preston fc set dn 
by def 

Brashier v Wyatt md 

Gedye v Hemsworth c 

Munby v Davison fe 

‘Tagg vPrime fe 

Penfold v Reynell md 

Wilton v Wilton fc 

Hill v Challinor fc 


Barnard vGt. East. Ry. Co. 


md 
Banks v. Gt. East Ry. Co. md 
Wilks v Wilks md 
Catterson v Clark fe 
Austen v Gt. East. Rl. Co. md 
Campbell v Freeth fe 
Nicholl v Winstune md 
Bland v Daniell fc & sum 
Heywood v Sturt md 
Garland v Garland fe 
Brown v Thompson ; Brown 

v Dewick ; Brown v Dewick 


c 
Cordery v Peterson c wit 
Atkinson v Ethrington fc 
Williams v Rees fe 
Salmon v Rotherham md 
Crook vy Windus md 
Gravev Grave fe 
Clark v Hoskins md 
Devitt v Gt. East. RI Co. md 
Morley v Stow md 
Williams v Williams app fr 

County Court of Anglesey 
Edwards v Stephens fc 
Hope Wallace v Monck md 


Hulke v Gascoigne ; Hulke v 
Aveline m 
Burgess v Swaby fe 


Tibbatts v Gt. East. Ry.Co. md 
Williams v Conway md 
Savage v Savage md 
Williams v Carmarthen & Car- 
digan Ry. Co. md 
Rackstraw v Rackstraw md 


BEFORE VICE-CHANCELLOR SIR WILLIAM PAGE 
WwooD 


Causes, $c. 

Phelps v Dyke sc 
= v Copp, fo ‘ 

ay v Ridgway m 

Bek of Hindustan, China, & 
Japan (Lim.) v Smith md 
Maynard v Kerrison, c 
Nevin v Drysdale fc 


Tayler v Cox fe 

Lucas v Jones fe & sum 
Mathews v Mathews fc 

De la Peyrouse v Pelly extoan 
United States of America v 


. Fe n 


Uni States of America v 
McRea p 





Cooke v Cooke p 
Prioleau v United States of 
America ex to ans 
Elmslie v Boursier ex to ans 
Bovill v Crate m d (April 29) 
Atwool v Merryweather c wit 
De la Peyrouse v yw A md 
Wolverhampton & Staffordsh. 
Banking Co. v Hopkins md 
Newall v Teleg. Construction 
& Maintenance Co, (Lim.) 


e wit 

Newall v Teleg. Construction 
& Maintenance Co. (Lim.) 
trial without a jury 

Cary v Knowles md 

Macnee v Gorst md 

Madox v Wyatt c wit 

Farina v Cathery c 

Swindell v Marquis of Sligo fc 

Day v Harris fe 

Dunning v Dunning fe 

Ferguson v O’Connor ¢ wit 

Peninsular, West Indian & 
Southern Bank (Limited) v 
Darthey c 

Langhorne v Black fe 

Brickwell v Glenister fc 

London, Hamburg and Cont. 
Exchange Bank (Limited) 
vSpielman c wit 

Hale v Roberts sc 

Goldsmid v Lucas sc 

In re Mills’ Estate ; Ginn v 
Moss fe from ch 

De Gendre v Kent sc 

Pinnock v Bailey fe 

Berndtson v Strang c 

Walker v Beanland c 

Dawson v Bernard f ¢, set 
down by def 

Williamson v Jefferys fe 

Pope v Gt. East. Ry. Co. fe 

Windham v Guibelei fe 

Bone v Batey md 

Finch v Bishop c wit 

Finch y Davis c¢ wit 

Shera v Tointon fe 

Vickers v Vickers ¢ 

White v Hill sc 

Eaton v Kelly sc 

Slipper v Tottenham & Hamp- 
stead June. Ry. Co. c¢ 

Eden v Thempson fc 

Jeffryes v Agra & Masterman’s 
Bank (Limited) fe 

Parfitt v Hember md 

Woodward v Boulton fe 

Inman vInman md 

Hewetson v Harrison c 

Aitchison v Stevens md 

Entwistle v Davis fc 

Boyd y Boyd fe ~— 

Cartwright v Insole c 

Attorney-Gen. v Heath md 
(April 24) 

Harding v Gt. East. Ry. Co. c 

Horden v Guard. of the Poor 
of Dudley Union md 


Fisk v Attorney-Gen. fe 

Deacon v Lee; In re Deacon 
fc & 3 sums to vary c 

St. David's Gold Mining Co. 
(Limited) v Wright c wit 

Reading v Ryland md 

Jessel vy Goold c 

Lawrence v Lawrence c wit 

Bovill v Odum c 

Bovill vy Daw c 

Bovill v Smith ¢ 

Dymes v The City Bank c 

General Steam Navigation Co. 
vDale fe 

Ship v Crosskill c wit 

Napier v Waller md 

Stanhope v Collingwood m d 

Craven v Brady md 

Watts v Imperiai Land & In- 
vestment Co. (Lmtd.) md 

Hall v Holdsworth ¢ 

Beanland v Walker md 

Barber v Jenner fe 

Bass vy Simpson fe 

Ellingthorp v Ellingthorp 
m 


Betty v Lon. Chat. & Dover 
Rail Co. md 

Sykes v Sykes c 

Tomlinson v Phipps md 

Christmas v Chaleraft fe 

Wilson v Pattison fe 

Cobden v Maynard fe 

Willmott v Gt. Eastern Rail: 
Co. ¢ 

Smith v Smith md 

Trappes v Cobb c 

Smith v Winter md 

Trust & Agency Co. of Aus- 
tralasia (Ltd.) v Kemp md 

Buxton v Minto md 

Coventry v Gladstone md 

Ford v Tynte ; Ford v Tynte; 
Ford v Adams; Adams v 
Tynte ; Ford v Tynte fe 


Thornton v Hussey md 
Ellingthorpe v Ellin gthorpe 


m 

Cater v Barker md 

Smith v Fisher md 

Hawkins v Maltby md 

Maitland v Stirling md 

Briggs v Wilson md 

Holmes v Skinner m d 

Dawson v Dawson spc 

Hollamby v Oldrieve fe 

Pigott v Pigott; Pigott v 
odson ;_ Pi v Fox; 

Pigott v Pigott fc 

Habergham v Ridehalgh md 

Spring Rice v Wrightson s ¢ 

Briant v Tebbutt c 

Jones v Blake md 

Schefer v King c 

Yates v Ponsford md 

Rishton v Grissell c 

Blount v Wheble md 

Cooke v Forbes c 


BEFORE VICE-CHANCELLOR SIR RICHARD 
MA 


Causes, dc. 
Seaton v Grant ex to ans 
Furness Rail. Co. vy Clark dem 
Johnson v Hodgson c wit 
Dickson v Wason md 
Curling v Walters md 
International Bank (Limited) 
v Gladstone md 
Pudsey Union Waterloo Mill 
Co. v Merritt md 
Begbiev Fenwick cwit May 6 


8. 
Attorney-General v Earl of 
Lonsdale c¢ 
Countess of Harrington v Earl 
c 
“e 


of Harrin May 1 
Allhusen v i (A 


24) 
Munro v Tendring Hundred 
Rail. Co. md 
Gover v Seckham c 
Lillywhite v Trimmer c 
Fiddey v Stanway c wit 








> 
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St. Aubyn v Smart ¢ wit 
Caldicott v Baker e 
Maleham v Chesters md 
Underwood v Luck md 
Moffatt v Curtis ¢ 

Locke v Lamb md 
Schofield v Hirst md 
Knight v Cory ¢ wit (April 16) 
Robinson v Neal md 
Riddin v Jarman md 
Layard vy Maud md 
Fereday v Tinsley md 
Oakley vy Wood md 
Quaintrell v Gt. Eastern Rail, 


Co. md 
Studdy v City and County 
Assurance Co, (Limited) 
m d 
Pattison v Scrutton md 
Avigdor v Goldsmid md 
Avigdor v Goldsmid md 
Western v Western; In re 
Western’s Trusts md & pet 
Pepper vy Green md 
Att.-Gen. v Harring md 
Crowther v Bower md 
Earl of Harrington aCountess 


Coventry v Morris md 

Gannon v Gannon fc 

Nicholl v Brogden spc 

Jones v Metrop. Rail, Co. md 

Cooke v Selby md 

Smith v Cherrill md 

Isaac v Winston fc&stov 

Wright v Salmon; Watts v 
Salmon fe 

Coward v English fe 

Mansel v Thomas md 

Stockdale v Nicholson spc. 

Mackay v Padovani de Guise 
m d wit (April 16) 

Bruce v Brown m d 

Cntss. of Egremont v Thomp- 
son ; Same v Same ; Same 
vSame fe 

Plumb v Neild fe 

In re Southerden’s Estate ; 
Hanrott v Hillier fc frch 

Kent v Humphries md 

Hewer v Keats fe 

Eaton v Hopwood md 

Knott v Knott md 

Moss v Gt. East. Ry. Co. fe 

Goddard v Shaw. md 





Maxwell v Hyslop md 

Fox v Charlton fe 

Wellesley v Mornington ; 
Mornington v Wellesley ; 
Fleischmann vy Mornington 


of Harrington ¢ (May 1) 
Saunders vy Smee md 
Carew v Seymour md 
Messer v Messer md 
Baker v Farmer md 
Pike v Heilbronn fe 
Peatfield v Barlow md 
West v East & West Junction 

Rail. Co. md 
Wakefield v Coventry c 


EXCHEQUER CHAMBER. 
SITTINGs IN Error. 
The following days have been appointed for the argument 
of Errors and Appeals :— 
QUEEN’s BENCH. 


c 
Richardson v Rattcliff ¢ 
Stacy v Southee fc &sum tov 
Walker v Gt. East. Ry. Co, fe 
Nunn v Hancock fe 





Teeny 2..*.ci.opco05- May 14 | Wednesday ............ May 15 
Common PLEAS. 
Thursday............00. May 16 | Friday ... ...........0. May 17 
EXCHEQUER. 
Saturday ...... seseoseee May 18 | Monday..................May 20 





COURT OF BANKROPTCY. 

The following general order has just been issved :— 

“Tue Bankruptcy Act, 1861, 24 and 25 Vic, c. 134. 
“ Monday, 15th of April, 1867. 

“‘ With respect to the costs of prosecutions under the 223d 
section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, it is ordered as follows, 
that is to say :— 

“1st. From and after the publication of this order in the 
London Gazette no order shall be made for the payment 
out of the account intitutled ‘The Chief Registrar’s Account’ 
of any expenses incurred by any person acting as the pro- 
secutor in respect of any offence under the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1861, until after the expiration of 14 days from the 
delivery to the Chief Registrar, or to a clerk at his office, 
of the bill of costs and expenses of and incident to such pro- 
secution, and until after the taxation of such bill of costs 
by the Queen’s Coroner and Attorney, or by the Master of 
the Crown Office of the Court of Queen’s Bench ; and on 
the application for such order the allocatur shall be pro- 
duced. 

“2d. In every such bill of costs credit shall be given for 
so much of the amount of costs of such prosecution as shall 
have been allowed by the Court before which the prosecution 
or trial took place. 

‘*3d. Seven days’ rotice in writing of the time fixed for 
the taxation of such bill of costs shall be given to the Chief 
Registrar, or to a clerk at his office, by the attorney of the 
prosecutor, so that the Chief Registrar, if he think fit, may 
attend such taxation by himself or his attorney. 

“‘ CHELMSFORD, C, 
‘*Epwargp Ho.royp. 

‘ Epwarp GOULBURN. 
“Tuos. Ewing Winstow.” 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quotation, April 17, 1867, 
(From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted.) 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 90$ Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto for Account, May 9, 90% Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 19$ 
3 per Cent. Reduced, 89} Ex Bills, £1000, 3 per Ct. 18 pm 
New 3 per Cent., 895 Ditto, £500, Do ‘8 pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan, 794 Ditto, £100 & £200, 18 pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 Bank of Ragen, Stock, 6} per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’°73 — Ct. (last half-year) 253 x d 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
India Stock, 104 p Ct. Apr.’74 219 | Ind. Enf, Pr., 5pC., Jan.’72 103$ 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto, 54 per Cent., May, ’79 — 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’80 110 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — 
Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. ’88 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000, 52 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 843 | Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 49 pm, 


RAILWAY STOCK. 







































































Shares. Railways. |Paid. |Closing Prices, 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter....... panecocene, ee | 100 79 
Stock | Caledonian 100 110 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western ...., { 100 107 
Stock ; Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ..... sees] luo 284 
Stock| Do., East Anglian Stock, No. 2 .,,....../ 100 7 
Stock | Great Northern 100 114 
Stock Do., A Stock* 100 119 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland, 100 91 
Stock |} Great Western— Original ...........6..ss0000 100 4ih xd 
Stock Do., West Midland—Oxford... . 100 27 xd 
Stock Do., do.—Newport see} 100 27 xa 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire .......... soceseee| 100 123 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South Coas 100 61 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover. 17 
Stock | London and North-Western, 115z 
Stock |} London and South-Western 79 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincol 47h 
Stock | Metropolitan 117 
Stock | Midland 111g 
Stock! Do., Birmingham and Derby .........0 82 
Stock | North British ........... Ads sosesceee beak vebeiaba 100 35 
Stock | North London 100 114 

10 DIO:, FODS ssceccccescvesccaccossccescoceveoe: denees 5 6} 
Btock | North Staffordshire............cccccssceseereeeee| 100 70 

Stock | Scottish Central 100 _ 
Stock | South Devon .......... debbopesennsocoes: Weodnapens 100 46 
Stock | South-Eastern 100 66} 
GUOR RE WAG oli oa icsdebesytcensssascoaccsovences’ | 100 158 

10 Do., © (— 34 pm 





* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B. 





Money Market AND City INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday Night. 

Business on ’Change-has been more animated during the 
week, consequent upon preparations made for the arrangement of 
the account; and the transactions which have taken place give 
evidence that the public have been purchasing at depreciated 

rices. ‘ 

It seems that there has been a revival of those shameless prac- 
tices which in May of last year led to such lamentable results ; 
but it is satisfactory to learn that the parties engaged are likely 
to be traced and bronght to punishment. 

The Bank directors, at their usual weekly court to day, separa- 
ted without effecting any change in the official minimum, but 
the weekly return is considered satisfactory. 

Consols are 90% to 903 for money, and 903 to 91 for the ac- 
count, The decision of the Cadiz Prize Court, and the assurance 
thus furnished that the Spanish difficulty will be overcome with-: 
out resort to the arbitrament of war, have given a firmer tone to 
this market. 

In Foreign Stocks the transactions have been somewhat 
numerous, and prices have in some instances had an upward 
tendency. This is specially the case as regards Greek, Turkish, 
and Venezuelan Stocks. 

The Railway share market has also been more buoyant, and 
the London and North-Western and Midland traffics exhibit an 
increase. 

In the banking department shares have not changed hands 
in many instances, and prices rule firm. 

At the tenth annual meeting of the Oriental Bank Corpora- 
tion to-day the report, which was unanimously adopted, stated 
that the net profit of the bank for the year (including £5,137 
13s. 8d. from the last account) was £193,687 8s. 4d.; and the 
directors recommended out of that sum the distribution of a 
dividend equivalent to 12 per cent. for the year. 

. The dividend of the Australian Joint-Stock Bank is at the 
rate of 8 per cent. per annum, leaving a balance of £50,107. | 

There is a rumour that an amalgamation is arranged between 


Messrs. Bosanquet & Co., and Messrs. Stevenson, Salt, & Co.,. 
both banking firms in Lombard-street. 
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_. At a meeting of creditors of the Commercial Bank Corpora- 
tion of India and {the East the pro) resuscitation was ap- 


proved, and resolutions were y the creditors agreeing to 
receive payment of claims by -yearly instalments extending 
‘over two years. 

Insurance shares maintain their ground, but prices are practi- 
cally unaltered. ' 


The London Financial Association have made a call of £5 per 
share, owing to the panic in the railway market having pre- 
vented the realisation of securities. 





Tue New Merroporiran Poor Act.—The new Metro- 

litan Poor Act, haying received the royal assent, has become 
on and its provisions come into immediate operation. The 
discretionary power reserved for the Poor-law Board is, how- 
ever, so large, that it rests entirely with the President of the 
Poor-law Board to determine its application. He can either 
combine various parishes into a district or leave them un- 
touched ; and some of the larger west-end parishes look forward 
with hope to being “left alone.” —British Medical Journal, 


At the opening of the Special Commission for the trial of 
Fenian prisoners, Lord Chief Justice Whiteside delivered an 
eloquent charge to the grand jury. ‘It was a strange coincidence 
that he as ‘well as Lord Chief Justice Cockburn should have 
brought the name of Wolfe Tone into their respective addresses. 
The Irish judge, of course, spoke in the most Uoparesing terms 
of his countryman :. but although Tone was a rebel, he was both 
a gentleman and a soldier, and to place him in juxtaposition 
with Fenian linendrapers and shoemakers, displaye a thorough 
ignorance of his history. Tone was an excellent scholar, and 
hhad ‘served for a considerable time in the French army. The 
worst thing about him was | is atheism, which was revolting in 
its intensity.— London Review. 

Acts oF PARLIAMENT.—The number of Acts passed in the 
present Session, which comnienced on the dth of February, to 
the adjourment for the Easter recess, on the 12th inst., was 24, 
of which ten were public and 14 local. 


Tue JupIciIAL CoMMITTEE OF THE Privy CounciL.—The 
sittings of this Committee for the hearing of appeals will not be 
resumed till the 18th of June. A day, however, may be fixed 
before their regular sittings, for delivering judgments in some 
outstanding appeals. 


A Lawyer Cuarcine 433 per Cent. IntTErEst.—In an 
action tried at the Liverpool Court of Passage, on Saturday, the 

laintiff, William Pittley, a cart owner of Toxteth-Park, sued 

homas Parker, a local attorney, for trespass and to recover a 
balance arising from a distraint. Plaintiff, attracted by an adyer- 
tisement, went to the office where the defendant carries on busi- 
ness, lending his name to a person name Boardman, who lately 
appeared in the'police-court as a defendant in a charge of obtain- 
ing money by false pretences. Plaintiff borrowed £20 for 21 
days, for which he was to pay £5 interest, or at the rate of £433 
6s. 8d. per cent. per annum. As security he gave a bill of sale 
over part of his houschold furniture and other property. Im- 
mediately the time had expired, defendant, acting on the bill of 
sale (which it was alleged had been improperly filled up after the 

laintiff had executed it) distrained upon the plaintitf's furniture, 

orses, harness, and carts, sold them peremptorily at Lucas’s re- 
pository for £41 10s., and handed plaintiff only £4 as the balance 
remaining to him. It was for the alleged overcharges that the 
action was brought, and the jury found for the plaintiff on near] 
every item.—The Recorder of Liverpool, who presided, sai 
ge pests to society than Mr. Parker and his “clerk,” Mr. 

oardman, could not exist, and the sooner their conduct was 
brought before the Law Society the better. 

Mr. Henry Robinson, solicitor, of Skipton, wishes us to state 
on his behalf that he was not the defendant in the cause of 
“Dawes v. Robinson,” tried’ at the Leeds Assizes on the 11th 
inst. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
April 11.—By Messrs. Catnyock, Gatswortny, & CaINNocR. 
¥reehold house and shop, No. 27, Little Britain, City ; let at £70 pe 
annum—Sold for £1,950. 

Freehold estate, known as Mardens Farm, situate in the parish of 
Tunbridge, Kent, containing 18a Or 22p of meadow, pasture, and 
arable land—Sold for £1,210. 

Freehold residence, No. 4, St. George’s-place, Brighton; let at £75 
per annum—Sold for £1,150. 

April 12,— By Messrs, Norton, Trist, & WaTNEY. 

Freehold house and shop, and shop and yard in the rear, Nos 39, 
Church-strect, Croydon—Sold for £810. 

“opyhold building land, situate in Mansionhouse-strect, King-street, 

ammersmith—Sold for £565. 
By Messrs. Gapsprn, Exirs, & Scorer. i 

Leaschold public-house, known as The Pembroke Castle, and piece: of 
land at side, situate at the junction of Gloucester-road North and 
Regent’s-park-road ; let at £150° per annum; term, 92$ years from 
1854, at £61 per annum—Sold for £2,C00. 

‘Leasehold, 2 houses aud shops, Nos, 2 and 3, Pembroke-terrace, 





Regent’s-park, producing £80 per annum; term, 99 years from 
1847, at £40 per annum—Sold for £800. 
reehold house,-No. 6, Patriot-square, Bethnal-green—Sold fer £190. 
ge 15.—By Messrs. Putuen, Horne, & EversPrrenp. 
Leasehold residence, known as Stockleigh House, North-gate, 
Regent’s-park, with coach-house, stabling, grounds, and gardens of 
_ about 2 acres; term, 81 years from 1822, at £10 per annum—Sold 


for £3,220. 
By Messrs, Hupson & Son. 

Freehold, 9a Or 26p of marsh land, situate in the parish of Plumstead 
—BSold for £1,000. : 
April 16.—By Messrs. DenenaaM, Tewson, & Farmer. 
Freehold and leasehold property, known as The Richmond Hill Hotel, 
Richmond-hill, Surrey; term of leasehold portion, 50 years from 

1860, at £20 per annum—Sold for £11,100. : 

Copyhold and leasehold premises, No. 12, Narrow-street, Ratcliff, 
producing £130 per annum; term, 40 years from 1855, at £5 per 
annum—sold for £3,050. - 

April 19.—By Mr. Farp.. Gopwiy. 

Freehold Residence, situate on the turnpike-road from London to 
Epsom—Sold for £1,050. 

Freehold 0a. 2r. 19p. of Building Land fronting the turnpike-road afore- 
said—Sold for £340. . 

Leasehold Residence, No. 2, St John’s Park-villas; Haverstock-hill, rental 
value £120 per annum; term, 834 years unexpired, at £15 15s. per 
annum—Sold for £1,345. i i 

Leasehold Residence, No. 9, St John’s Park-viilas, let at £149 per annum ; 
term, 96 years from 1853 at £5 per annum—Sold for £1,860. - ; 

Leasehold Residence, No. 9, Park-road, Haverstock-hill, let at £80 per 
annum, term, 834 years unexpired, at £12 perannum—Sold for £895. 

Leasehold Residence with stabling, No. 10, Park-road, let at £95 per 
annum ; term, and ground rent similar to above—Soid for £1,100. __ 

Leasehold Residence with stabling, No, 21, Park-road; let at £80 per 
annum ; term, similar to above at £12 10s. per annum—Sold for 


£900. 

Leasehold, 3 Residences, No, 22 to 24, Park-road, let at £30 each--per 
annum; term, similar to above at £12 each per annum—Sold for 
£890 each. , 

Leasehold Residence, No. 25, Park-road, let at £80 per annum; term 
83% years unexpired, at £2 10s. per annum—Sold for £1,055. Tv 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. , 

BURT—On March 18, at St. Kitt’s, West Indies, the wife of Archibald 
P. Burt, Esq., Q.C., of a sou. . 

PEACHEY—On April 15, the wife of Fras. Peachey, Esq., Solicitor, of 
17, St. Stephen’s-road_ Hammersmith, of a daughter. 

SHAPLAND—On April.14, at Rushton-villa, Sutton, Surrey, the wife 
of Arden Avery Shapland, Esq., Solicitor, of 9, Feachurch-street, of 
a daughter. 

SHARMAN—On April 12, at Wellingborough, the wife of Matthew 
Reid Sharman, Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 

ANSTIE—WINTERBOTHAM—On April 11, at Shortwood, Gloucester- 
shire, James ;Anstie, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of Lincoln’s-inn, to 
Annie, daughter of Lindsey Winterbotham, Esq., Banker, of Stroud. 

BOYD—ARDMILLAN—On April 16, at 18, Charlotte-square, Edin- 
burgh, James Boyd, Esq., 4, Moray-place, Edinburgh, to Cecilia 
Clifford, daughter of the Hon: Lord Ardmillan. * 

BUXTON—BAYLIS—On April 8, at St. Anne’s Church, Alderney, 
Channel Isles, the Rev. Harry John Wilmot Buxton, B.A., of 
Braseuose College, Oxford, curate of Alderney, son of Harry Wilmot 
Buxton, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of the Middle Temple, of Sydney- 
street, Brompton, to Dorothea, danghter of the late James Baylis, 
Esq., of The Grove, Hammersmith. 

DE LA TORRE—FILDER—On April 10, at the Church of St. Peter and 
St. Paul, Upper Resoman-street, Clerkenwel!, Manuel Garcia De la 
Torre, Esq., to Mary Anne, widow of the late Edward Jones Filder, 
Esq., Solicitor, of No. 1, New-square, Linco!n’s-inn. ? 

DEATHS. 

CHURCH—On April 14, at 1, Harcourt-buildings, Temple, — 37, 
Johu William Church, Esq, Barrister-at-Law, son of John Chureh, 
Esq., Woodside, Hatfield, and Bell’s-hiil, Northumberland, . 

HAWLEY—On April 9, John Hawley, Esq., Solicitor, of Coleman- 
street, City, aged 59. 

ey ey April 12, at Newport, Salop, Henry Heane, Esq., Solici- 
tor, a 57. : 

WARREN—On April 12, at No. 11, Stockwell-place, Clapham-road, 
aged 65, Anne, widow of the late James Warren, Esq., Solicitor, 
formerly of Southampton. P 

WYBRANTS—On April 11, at Dellbrook, Dundram, aged 58, George 
sisson Wvbrants, Esq., Solicitor, of 59, Harcourt-street, Dublin. =~ 


LON DON GAZETTES. 


@Minding-up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Friar, April 12, 1867. 
Liutrsp rn CHANCERY. 

Bwlch-y-Plwm Lead Mining Company (Limiied).—Petition for winding 
up, presented April 10, directed to be heard before the Master of the 
Rolls on April 27. Miller & Smith, Watling-street, solicitors for th 
petitioner. . 

Suburban Hotel Company (Limited).—Petition for winding < 
sented March 18, directed tobe heard before Vice-Chancellor i 
on April 36. Colley, Austin-friars, solicitor for the petitioner. ». 

St. Nazaire Company (Limited).— Petition for winding up, presented 
March 19, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Malins on 
April 26, Jaquet, South-street, Finsbury-square, selicitor for the 
petitioners. 

Union Brewery Company (Limited).—The District re pa for Man- 
chester has, by an order dated March 22, appointed Henry Elliott, 
Manchester, to be Official Liquidator. 
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Tousspay, April 16, 1867. 
Limtrep in CHANogRY. 
City and County Assurance Company (Limited).—Petition for winding 
eae 16, di Soonel to's heard before Vice-Chancellor 
Aprii 26. Pulbrook, T! st, solicitor for the 


tioner. 
Haughton Hat Company, Denton (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Wood, 
has fixed April 29, at 1.30, at his chambers, for the appointment of 


an official liquidator. 

imperial Land Credit sagan yoy (Limited).—Creditors are required- 
on or before 1, to send their names and addresses, and the par. 
ticulars of their debts or claims to Henry tetera 7 Gresham-st, 
Friday, May 10, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the said debts and claims. 

Isle of Wight Ferry Company.—Vice-Chancellor Wood has fixed April 
24, at 12, at his chambers, 


dator 
London Court Tailors’ Company (Limited).—Creditors are required» 


ee ce ee and addresses, and the 
Bese tane: del: William Lees Mo Clur, 19, 
illeryColh a a eee (Limited) — Petition for windi 

mpany malted r winding up, pre- 
pansy April’, directed to | before the Master of the Rolls 

on April 27. Rowell, Steonentie dens solicitor for the petitioners. 
Advertiser New: at toe for wind- 
fore Vice-Chan- 


on April 26. Blake, Lothbury, solielbor for the peti- 


Matlock Goneameere! — Light and ye Company pe -—Peti- 
tion for winding up presented A directed to be heard before 
tho a of The Rolls on April 27. ‘Dubois & Maynard, Church- 
aman Gs “st, ny _s es —— as 
peovenl ye Company .—Peti ng 3 
sented April il. directed to be heard before the Master of fhe Rolls 
on April 27. Harrison & Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the 


tioners. 
Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Farpar, April 12, 1867. 
‘West London Burial Society, Horse and Groom Tavern, Maiden-] 
Covent-garden. April de ‘ sea 
Saieus April 16, 1867. 
mer emiyt Prison Officers Benefit Society, Dartmoor Prison, Devon. 


Crevditors under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day of Proof. 
Tuespay, April 16, 1857. 
nae, John, Hurley, Kingsbury, Warwick. May 14. Hollick v Hiatt, 


Callander, John Alex Burn, Belgrave-sq, 1 
Comet YO Mae my Igrave-sq, Esq. May 13. Callander v 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Wiet. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fatpay, April 12, 1867. 
Alders, Ann, Oak-cottage, Ballard’s-lane, North-end, Finchley, Widow. 
June 10. ‘Hammond, » Farnival’s-inn. 
Barringer, Wm Timson, Coubert, France, Gent. July 9. Johnson 
yg 4 Phage, Maida-vale. ? ’ ¥ oe 
Baron, v John, Weston-super-Mare, So. t, ¥ 
Davies & Son, Weston-super-Mare. eR iM 
Berry, aoe’ » Foxley-rd, “Camberwell, Spinster. April 30. Cattell» 
Cottam, Robt, Kirkgate, Leees, Surgeon. June 5. Pullan, Leeds. 
Goldshede, Barnado, Marylebone-rd, Gent. May 1. Hewitt, Ely- 
m 
= Richd, Queen's-rd East, Chelsea, Licensed Victualler. 
j= le aR, Elizabeth Heptonstall, Princess of Wales, Charles-st, 
Hickman, Mary Ann, Camberwell-green, Widow. May 9. Mason & 
Withall, Bedford row. eg " 
» eee Catterick, York, Widow. June 1. Hunton, Rich- 
mond, York 
Juckes, Thos, yy ey Salop, Esq. Junel. Palin, Shrewsbury. 
wd Harvey, The Albany, Piccadilly, Esq. "May 1. Upton & 
63, Atatin friar. Sierra Leone, Africa, Police Magistrate. May 20. 
ohn, Sierra Leone, Afri olice 
Unwin, Sewbridgeworth. - 72 
Miller, Alex, Thurso, Caithness, Scotland, Esq. Junel. Jennings, 
ogy lg ys Doctors’-commons. 
Mye 1, Leeds, Corn and Seed Merchant. June 25. Pullan, 


Phillips, Sarah, aga Holloway-rd, Widow. May 15. Cat- 
tell, Bedford-row 
Pilkington, Wm, sen, Fall Bank, sy gitingto igher End, Lancaster, 
Farmer. May 11. Woodcock Maes ay 
Reeves, Chas, Snaresbrook, tb Onileotor of | aaa June 10, 
Houghton & Wragg, St Helen’s-place, Bishopsga! 
, Chas Spencer, Stanley-st, Eccleston-sq, tea, June |, Scott 
& Co. » Jermyn-st, St James’. 
Grindley Brook, Whitchurch, Salop, Farmer. June 1. 


Johnson & Oe Ween Temple. 
July !. Jennings, Bennett’s- 


Willdridge, Geo, Ri Rood-lane, Tea Dealer. 
hill, Doctor’s-comms. 
Wilson, Arthur, rem, Devon, Merchant. June 1, Elworthy 
&Co., Plymouth, 
Tuespay, April 16, 1867. 


Abbinett, Hy, Woolston, Southampton, Gent. June 1. Sharp & Co, 
Buaty, > Jackson, Reading, Berks, Gent. June 4, Blandy, Read- 


» Richd, Aldingbo: § > 
Arnela, Chichen gbourne, Sussex, Yeoman. July 2. Powell & 


Weekly wspaper Company 
ing up = March 25, Compete be heard be: 
tioner. 








for the appointment of an official liqui- - 


May 1. | 





Daniels Freak Wm, Winchester, Hants, Hotel Keeper. June 18. Faith 
Davis, Saml, Clement's-inn, Gent. June 1. Dalton, Guildford-st,. 
ne kis Kempston Hardwicke, Bedford, Widow. Junel. Whyley- 
Featherston, Thos Alston, Cumberland, Draper. May 24, Thomp-. 
Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Merchant. July 1. 


Graham, Sunderland. 
Hanson, Won Castleton, Lancaster, Gent. June l, Grundy & Co, 


Manch. 
Holliday, Wm, York, Woollen Draper. May 1. Grayston, York. 
igen. Rev Richd Hy, Lianelian-yn-Rhos, Denbigh, 
King, john, Birm, Licensed oes 1, Ansell, Birm. 


Kirk, s 5 Weatherall, Te : urer. June 12, John- 
son ea! ‘emple. 
oe yg ms Anerley-rd, enge, Licensed Victu- 


Mackooon & Goldring, inaiay Sates. 
hy Ang Brighton, Widow. June 8 Paterson, Winchester. 
bldgs, Gt Winchester: 


“Bt. 
Palmer, Eliz, Stratford-upon-Avon, Warwick, Widow. June 29. 
Hobbes & 4 a 
Roms; Harding. id, Bucks, Surgeon. June 24. Charsley,. 
Row, John Wall, Crewkerne, Somerset. May 18. Jolliffe, Crew 
kerne. 
Simpson, Wm, Newton Heath, nr Manch,Gent. July 1. Crowther, 
Spring, John, Beaconsfield, Bucks, Carpenter. June 24. Charsley, 
Beaconsfie! 


Waters, Allan, Exmouth, Devon, Surgeon. May 1. Adams, Ex- 
Wariewd, Thos, Low Moor, York, Cashier. May 31. Mumford, 


Bradfo 
Wright, Thos Hardisty, Leeds, York, Gent. May 1. Grayston, jun 
ork, 
Beeds registered pursuant te Bankruptey Act, 1862. 
Frrpay, April 12, 1867. 
am Benj, Birm, Wholesale Jeweller. Aprill. Comp. Reg 
i 
Allen, Joseph, 5 ina Falcon-sq, Aldersgate, Silk Dealer. April 9. 
ril 
jn, Auguste, PPh Sts Northampton, Watchmaker. March 16. 
Asst. ril 12, 
Arnold, peda Flamstead, Hertford, Straw Plait Dealer. April ll. 


m April 11 
Askie, Geo, kfriar’s-rd, Southwark, Engineer. April 4. Comp. 
Reg April } 


Balle, Wn Easter. March 1!. Comp. Reg April 8. 
Banner, John, Macclesfield, Chester, Beer Seller. April 8, Comp. 
bea Alfred, Upper Thames-st,Comm Agent, March 20, Comp. 


April 12. 
pati, Rents , Birm, Retail Brewer. April 10. Asst. Reg April 12. 
Beasley. Emm, Leeds, Boot Top Manufacturer. April 8. Comp. 
Benatsal, eee, Seething-lane, Wine Merchant, April 8. Asst. 


~—_ ich, jun, Grove-pottens, The Lawn, Shepherd's Bush, Clerk.. 
a April 
Blac, Jas as Sheril, Lpoo ler in Game. March 28. Comp. Reg: 


niacin Geo, Norfolk, rend Farm Bailiff. April6. Comp. Reg: 
ape By, ae, = Limehouse, Braid Manufacturer.. 
~ Richd, Leadenhall-st, Accountant. April 6. Comp. Reg: 
prattan Hy King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Baker. March 19. Asst. Reg’ 
a ye Davis, Old Northampton, Farmer. March 14. Asst. 
ogg ae Sam Louis, Manch, Silk Manufacturer. April 1, 


ril 10. 
Dean iy and basi ye Faia Ren aipiag, Gloucester, Maltsters. Mar. 
sst. ril 

Ditterd. Solomen breton, io Faversham, Kent, Accountant. March 


wae 
‘hos Geo, 0 Jas Slater, Lpool, Undertakers, April 1.. 


and Walter 
. Thos, alter’ Lakin, ‘eee Book and Case Makers. 


Bs en ae 1 
rac Manch, C! lothes Dealer. March 21. Comp. Reg 
Reg 


Fay’ Toi Hy, on Poplar, Outfitter. March 26. 


Taetela Joseph Thos, Wellington-pl, Tottenham, Bootmaker. March 
25, Comp. Reg April 11 
pant Wm, Wellington, Somerset, Cordwainer. March11, Comp. 
eg 
Grguhds, Ann, Higher Walton, Chester, Farmer. March 23. Asst. 
Guise, ety de, Fenchurch-st. April5. Comp. Reg April 12. 
Hancock, Fras Wm, Catherine cottages, Twickenham, out of business... 
March 15. Comp. Pog Apel to 10, 
iit, Froth, Sirah, Oe t Toy Manufacturer. March 15. Comp. Reg 
pril8. 
oe John, Birm, Licensed Victualler. March 23. Asst. Reg 


wenterson, Saml, Holloway-rd, Clothier. April 1. Comp. Reg 


H ded Ais. Exeter, Devon, Commercial Traveller. Feb 28. 
le zg 
“+ , Jenkins aan, & Geo Richd Phillips, Seinen, South-- 
ampton, Engineers. March 26. Asst. Reg April 1l. 


Comp. 
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Jacob, John Geo, Garforth, York, Commercial Traveller. April 5. 
Com Reg April 1. 
, Renee Cie r, Sheffield, Attorney’s Clerk. April 4. Comp. 
sat joseph, Plymouth, Devon, Jeweller. April 8, Comp. Reg 
hang, A Sean, 26 Toll, Tronmonger, April3. Comp. Reg 
Ken! wm, Providence row, Oil Merchant. March 23. Comp. Reg 
Kon Christopher David, Red Lion-st, Watchmaker. March 18. Comp. 
‘ , ee, Attorney-at-Law. March 30, 


m 
Com 
p. Reg A 
Risk, John, & Hy irk Shel, Table Knife Manufacturers. March . 


95. Asst. Reg April 12. 
ety Vernon-rd, oia Ford, Builder, April 9. Comp. Reg 
Arthar-ter, Peckham, out of business. March 14. Comp. 


Lee, 
Mor ai, vray i <Rhymney, Monmouth, Draper. March 
5 m1 ig Apri 
Newall, Richd, Ast Astwood Bank, a. Worcester, Needle Case 
Maker. March 15. Comp. Reg. April 
Papal Denbigh, Wilow.” March 20. Asst. Reg 


sj Py Pate Herts, Licensed Victualler. April 4. Comp. 
a West Bradford, York, Grocer. April 9. Comp. Reg 
Pullen, ein we snes, Milton-next-Gravesend, Kent, Gent, 
x, Lodging-house Keeper. March 29. 


April 
— Ann, ee ame 


Roberts, Thos, Oewesiry, Salop, Beor-solr. March 14, Asst, Reg 





J 9. 

notorts, Wm, Llanfachreth, Merioneth, Cattle Dealer. March 16, 
Asst. Reg. April 12. 

eter 1a Wm, Guisborough, York, Tailor. April 8 Comp. Reg 


Rosa, Aron David, Manch, Merchant. April!. Comp. Reg April 11. 
‘Settle, a ee Sate. Janenatate Spindle and Fly Maker. March 13. 
April 
Wm Chas, ee Newchurch, Lancaster,’ Cotton Manu- 
. March 12. “Asst. Reg April 9. 
Sheeter, Edwd, Bath, Builder. April 10. Comp. Reg April 11. 
Shier, i ’ emenng Lpool, Licensed Victualler. April 1. Comp. 


ea, UI Warwick, Grocer. March 2!. Comp. Reg 


ig: 


A 
Suit, Geo, Derby. Common Brewer Feb15. Asst. Reg ot 9. 
‘Taphenson, aoe, Etton, York, Farmer. March 19. Asst. 
p 


‘Sutton, Wm Geo, Rplinaton-vi, Coborn-rd, Old Ford, Builder. April 
5. Comp. Reg April 
vy ty see, Drayisden, Lancaster, Butcher. March 19. Comp. 
by i y~o Lpoel, General Produce Broker. Aprill0, Comp. Reg 
Uren, } Waltham Abbey, Essex, Clothier. April’. Asst. Reg 


ril il. 
wa, Wn, Lichfield, Grocer, April 4. Comp. Reg April 11. 
—. Thos, and Thos Warren, jun, Torquay, Confectioners. March 


A i. 
Wood, Hy, Caterham, Surrey, Builder. April 9. Comp. Reg April 


Worthen, Jon , Jonas, Bradford, York, Steel Merchant. March 15. Comp. 
April 
Wontece, John, Hind-st, Poplar, Mariner. April2: Comp. Reg April 
Wingleeworth, Thos and Jeremiah Wigglesworth, Accrington, Lan- 
caster, Cotton Manufacturers. March 15. Asst. Reg April 12. 
ho" Thornten-st, Brixton-rd, Clerk. April6. Comp. 
Wills, Stephen and John Wills, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturers. 
March 21, Asst. RegA 
Winnicott,” Richd Weeks, mie Prymoath, Devon, Ironmonger. March 15, 
Asst. Reg April 10. 
Toespay, April 16, 1867. 
Bagshaw, Geo, Birm, Die Sinker. April 13. Comp. Reg April 16. 
Baker, Jas aca to er pe -ter, Kilburn, Builder. March 18, In- 


spectorshi 
a Albert, Hate Fe ae et > lervadon'en, Coach Builder, March 26, 


A 
Batger, p. Rog Apri & Eliz Batger, Brighton, Sussex, Boarding 
and Lodging Housekeepers. April 4. ip. Reg April 13. 
, Chas Jas, Mile End-rd, Colourman. April 11. Comp. Reg 


April iz, ‘ 
meee, John, New Cross-rd, Surveyor. April 2. Comp. Reg 
1 
Brea, 0 Chas, Lpool, Cattle Salesman. April 13. Comp. Reg 


B . Philip Loader, Stainsby-rd, Poplar, Lighterman. April 15. 
Comp. a April 16. 
Gare, 7 hos, Passenham, Northampton, Butcher. March 27. Comp. 
eg April 15. 
Caste, o Jas, Redditch, Worcester, Brickmaker. April 3. Comp. Reg 
pril} ; 
Clewer, oot Boddington, Bury, Lancaster, Tailor. April 3. Asst. 


oper’ Joseph, , Nottingham, Hat Manufacturer, April4, Conv. Reg 
Crowley. K , Richd, Carshalton, Surrey, Surveyor. Aprill. Comp. Reg 


Daren, W Wm, _ Pelalta-thy Rotherhithe, Plumber. March 22, Comp. 








E and Ji Sermon-! 
Atte ree tenets Peta 


Reg April 1 
Fleetwood, Dap Zomeah, Birm. April 8, Asst. 
art Chas, Didsbury, aS od SM, ‘ted te kes. Reg 


ril 16 
Gilson, Hy Turner, Pitfield-st, Hoxton, Bookseller. Oct22. Comp, 


Reg April 15, 
Godier, Jas, Whitechapel-rd, Fruit Salesman. April9. Comp. Reg 


Hallam, Geo Theodore, amd Joseph Hallam, Marshall-st, Golden. 
Manufacturing Stationers. March 21. comp. beg Ape. thd 
woe iy ete Gloucester, Music March 23, 
Hamer, Avrdbaty, -banch, ah, Draper. April? Comp. . Rew. 
eet, Se i 
April 10. Soe le 


A 
ern) » Wm, Pemberto nape a Usemie, Aged March 19. Comp. Reg 
Houghton, nee ae i Old Ford-rd, Saddler, March 19 


Geo, ‘a Villa, Sunny-bank- ‘orwood 
pril2.’ Asst. Reg Bee kor 1s. ph apesi oy 
steel The, Lisatriosant, Glamorgan, Grocer, April9. Comp. Reg 
Jones, David Sa Sal, Birm r, April2. Asst. 13. 
Kirkbridge, Geo ie ae Shore, Durham, My Eo u 


o... ¥ Hog Soci ter, Campden-hill, Kensington, Dealer in 
’ -ter, Cam m- 

Works of Art. April4. Comp. Reg 5 i Beal 15. 
—s ay rae Andrew, Gateshead, Durham, Draper. March 21. 


15. 

Leighton, eo hak ier. Cheltenham, Gloucester, Clerk. April 12%, 
mp. 

Lindeman, en yt eee Paste, Covent-garden, Leather Seller. April 


13. Asst. Reg Apri’ 
iat, Se Geo, PWorstesd, Norfolk, Grocer. March 29, ‘Asst. 


5. 
oe Benj, Landport, Hants, Outfftter. March 19. Asst. Reg 
Pp 
hanhow, Wm Isaac, psy tg Nhs peat, Colney Hatch, Builder, 
April 16. Comp. Reg April 1 
—— ixwonte Buttock, Builder. March 19. Asst. Reg 


Mapes, Wm, St Albans, Hertford, Plumber. April 13. Comp. Reg 


April 15. 
ey) Thos Hardy, Lincolnshire, Farmer. March 20. Asst. Reg 


April 15. 
Metcalfe, _ | Augustus, Lpool, General Broker. April 15. 
Comp. Reg 
— c AVidnes, Lancaster, Builder. March 29. Cony. Reg 
pri 
Nettleton, “ Joe. Zeporegeh Dale, York, Shopkeeper. March 23, 
88 
Piper, doh Herbert, De Devonshire Nursery, Haverstock-hill, Nursery~ 
man. March Reg April 12. 
Peet ie Robt, ‘. shattield, Schoolmaster. March 19, Asst. Reg 


Rintout, Geo, > Cheapside, Commission Agent. April 4. 


> nag Se Comp. Reg April 16. 
oo Robt, ; Proprietor. March 29. Comp. Reg 
13, 
Simmons, Geo Fras Carlyon, Quéensborough-ter, Gent. April 2. 


Com: Aj 
— Pee Aer ined, Uphelsterer. March 15. Comp. Reg 


sit hay Fleetwood, Lancaster, Innkeeper. March 28. Asst. Reg 
ae John, Walsall, Stafford, Watchmaker, April9. Comp. 
a Thos, pay <4 <n Littlehampton, Sassex, Drapers. 
Welch, Ann Maria, Birm, Warwick, Widow. April 11. Comp, Reg 


April 15. 

West, Thos, Northampton, Upholsterer. March 27, Comp. Reg 
lv 

Wheaton, i Richd, Greenwood-st, Dalston-rise, Commercial Clerk. April 
1@, Asst. Reg April 13. 

we, a Prittlewell, Essex, Baker. April 1. Comp. Reg 
pril 

wage 1 Wm, Camborne, Cornwall, Miner. April 1. Asst. Reg 

13. 


Willan, Geo, eye Stoke Newington, Fly Proprietor. March 16, 


Comp. Reg 
wee, nee isbn. Bl Blackburn, Yarn Agent. March 23. Asst. Reg 


April | 
Wintl, Dalia, Bristol, Licensed Victualler. March 16. Comp. Reg 
pril 1 
Winlrdooa | a Chelmsford, Essex, Boot Maker. March 18. Comp 


Reg A 
Bankrupts. 
Farpay, April 12, 1867, 
To Surrender in London. 

Allen, Richd Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. "Pet April 10 (for pau). 
April 25 at 1. Pittman, Guildhall chambers. 

Batchelor, Percival Ashton, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 8 
(for pau). April25at2. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Brown, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 10(forpau). April 
25at 11. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers. 

Cannon, Jas, Trinity-ter, Brixton, Lient. “Pet April 9. April 29 at f. 
Silvester, Gt Dover-st, Newington, 

Custle, Jas, Fonthill-pl, Clapham-rd, out of business. Pet April 10. 
May 8 at 11. Clennell, Gt Knight Rider-st. Doctors’-commons. 

Clark, Wm, St Peter’s-cottages, vee -st, Walworth, Manager to a 
Timber Merchant. Pet April § April 29 at 12. Kent, Can- 
non-st. 
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Chadwick, Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 4, April 29 
at2. Udy, Trinity-st, Southwark. ; 
Collins, Emma, Acton-st, Gray’s-inn-rd, Seamstress. Pet April 8. 
April 29 at 12. Allen, Chancery-lane. : 

Dudley, Fredk Leacroft, Gillingham, Kent, Clerk. Pet April 8.. May 
fat!. Prall & Co, Chancery-lane. 

Durrant, Jas, Starch-green, Hammersmith, Retailer of Beer. Pet April 
8. ‘May! atl. Marshall, Linceln’s-inn-fields. , 

Ellis, Isaac, Strutton-ground, Westminster, Tailor, Pet April 9. 
April 25 at 2. Padmore, Westminster-bridge-rd. . 

Gee, Benj Joseph, Balaclava-rd, Blue Anchor-rd, Bermondsey, Builder. 
Pet April 6. April25 at 1. Vant, Leadenhall-st. 

Goslett, Elliott, .Langford-rd,. Kentish-town, Journeyman Carver. 
Pet April8. April25 atl. Pittman, Guildhall-chambers. 

Heard, Geo, Gravel-lane, Southwark, Baker. Pet April8, May 1 atl. 
Wright, Chancery-lane. 

Heilbronn, Wm. Coborn New-rd, Bow, ont of business, Pet April 10. 
May 8atill. Thistlethwaite, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, . a 

Higgs, Susan Figes, Fraucis-ter, Victoria-pk, Teacher of Music. Pet 
April9. May 1 at2. Tower, Lower Thames-st. 

Hill, Richd Joseph Wm, Glengall-grove, Old Kent-rd, Contractor. Pet 
April 5. May 1 at12. Angell, Guildhall-yard. 4 

ae: Maas Prisoner for ‘Debt, London. Adj March 20. April 24 


at ll, : 4 P 

Loftus, Lord Geo Wm, Edwards’-st, Portman-sq, no trade. Pet April 
9. Aprit 29 atl. Burnand, Norfolk-st, Stran " 

Loyell, Thos, China-walk, Lambeth, Messenger. Pet April 9. April 
25 at 2. Shepheard, Coleman-st. 

Lovett, Hy Hubbard, Litcham, Norfolk, Ironmonger. Pet April 8 
April 29 at 12. Harrison, Basinghall-st. : 

Maine, Jane, Great Queen-st, Lincoln’s-inn, Furniture Dealer, ' Pet 
April5. May latill. Lamb,Southampton-bldgs. __ 

McDonald, Jas, Goldsmith’s-row, Hackney-rd, Shereditch, Baker. 
Pet April 9. April29 atl. Langton, Walbreok-House, Walbrook. 
Milton, Harman Matthew, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet April 10 

(forpau). May8at 11. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 

Morgan, Edwd, Edgware-rd, Carriage Builder. Pet April 10. April 
25at 2. Apps, South-sq. Gray’s-inn. ‘ 

Mumford, Thos, Newbury, Berks, Innkeeper. Pet April 8. April 25. 
at 1. Mumford, Guildhall-chambers. 

Packman, Frank Jas Wilson, Wimberne Minster, Dorset, Doctor. Pet 
April8. May lat}. Vizard & Co, New-inn. ; i 

Price, Wm Hy, Blackwater, Sutton, Surrey, Bu:lder. Pet April 9. 
April 39at 2. Dobie, Basinghall-st. n 

Ramsey, Graham, Dorset-pl, Dorset-sq, no occupation. Pet 
April 10. May 8 at 12. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn. , 

Rhodes,John Edwd, Mitcham, Surrey, Logwood and Drug Grinder. 
Pet April8, April 29 at 12. Norton & Co. Walbrook. 

Rogers, John, Wheatley, Oxford, Farmer. Pet March 23. May 18 at 
T2. Harrison & Co, Old Jewry. ‘ 

Sawyer, Wm and Wm Jonathan, Sawyer. Wentworth-st, Whitechapel, 
—— Shopkeepers. Pet April8. May 1 at2, Munday, Basing- 

-st. 

Smith, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Lendon, Pet April 6(for pat). May 
iatl2. Debie, Basinghall-st. 

Wilkins, Thos Alex, Bramley-rd, Notting-hill, Clerk. Pet April 10. 
April 29 at 1. Cooke, New Broad-st. 

Yorke, Broughton, St Martin’s, Stamford Baron, Northampton, 
Butcher. Pet Aprill0. April29 atl. Wright & Bonner, London- 
st, Fenchurch-st. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Ball, Joseph. Fenton, Stafford. out of business. Pet April 10. New- 
eastle-nnder-Lyme, April 27 at 11. Tennant, Hanley, 

Bensley, Robt, Catfield, Norfolk, Bntcher. . Pet April 5 North Wal- 
sham, April 23 at 11. Sadd,jun, Norwich. 

Blanch, Wm Harnett, Birkenhead, Chester, Gunmaker. Pet April 10. 
Lpool, April 26at1!. Best, Lpool. 

Boothroyd, Wm, Halifax, York. Dealer in Tools. Pet March 2. Leeds, 
April29 at 11. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Brotherton,Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj March 20. Manch, 
May 14 at 11. 

Briggs, Wm. Goole, York, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet April 4. Goole, 
April 23 at 12 30. Harle, Leeds. 

Buckley, Jas Nephew, Carmarthen, Miller. Pet April 10. Bristol, 
April 24 at 11. Henderson, Bristol, 

Burney, John, & Joseph Burney, Darlington, Durham. Accountants. 
Pet April5. Newcastle-npon-Tyne, May 1 at 12. Ingledew & Dag 
gett, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Cheadle, Thos, Stoke-npon-Trent, Stafford, Coal Master. Pet April 8. 
Birm, May | at 12. Rowlands, Birm. 

Cook, Wm John, Weston Common, Southampton, Bricklayer. Pet 
April8. Southampton, April 22 at 12. Mackey, Southampton. 

Crapper, Hy, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Plumber. Pet April 3, Leeds, 
Maylati2z. Broomhead, Sheffield. 

Creech, John, Hanham, G!oucester, Horse Dealer. Pet April8. Bris- 
tol, April 26 at Il. Miller, Bristol. 
me; wen Leicester, Clicker. Pet April $. Birm, April 30at 11. Haxby, 

zester. 

Ewbank, Geo Reuben, York, Baker. Pet April 10. Leeds, April 29 at 
11. Grayston. jun, York. 

Gifford, Robt, Brighton, Sussex, Head Inspector of Nuisances. Pet 
April 8, Brighton, April 26 at 11. Lamb, Brighton. 

Hair, Geo Kennington, Kingston-upon-Hull, Corn Factor. Pet April 
10. Leeds, April24at12. Eaton & Beilby. Hall, 

Halcomb, Chas Hy, Lowe-hill, nr Leek, Stafford, Merchant’s Clerk. 
Pet April6. Birm, April24at12. Hacker & Allen, Leek. 

Harding, Thos, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Journeyman Painter. Pet 
April 3. Newcastie-uader-Lyme, April 27 at 11. Litchfield, New- 
castle-under-Lyme. 

, Charlotte, St B' + Cornwall, Grecer, Pet Aprilll, Exeter, 
April 30 at 12. Sobey, Fowey. 

Hembrough, John n, Kingster-upon-Hnull, Boot Manufacturer, 
Pet Apri! 10. Leeds, April 24at 12, Spurr & Chambers, Hall, 

Molden, John, Walsall, 5 . Journeyman Plamber, Pet April 6. 
Walsall, April 27 at 12. Ward, Wolverhampton. 

Horsley, Wm, North Ings, Sheriff Hutton, York, Farmer. Pet April 
10, Leeds, April 25 at 11. Grayston, jun, York. 





Jarvis, Wm, Hill-top, Stafford, Confectioner. Pet April 8. Oldbury, ° 


April 26 at 11. Smith, Birm. 

Jones, Wm, Liantwit-fardre, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler, Pet 
April 8. Pontypridd, April 22 at 11, Thomas, Pontypridd. 

Jones, Wm, Glasc Farm, Montgomery, Farmer. Pet April 8. 
Newtown April 22 at 1. Ponton, Ellesmere. ; 

Knowles, Chas Joseph, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Mast, Block and Pum: 
Maker. Pet April 8,. Gt Yarmouth, April29 atll. Diver, Gt 
Yarmouth 

Lamb, Chas Hy, Elmswel!, Suffolk, Grocer, Pet April 4. Stowmarket, 
April 20 at 10. Walpole, Beyton. 

Leybourne, Saml, Norton, nr Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Acconntant. 
Pet April 8. Stookton-on-Tees, April 24 at 11, Thompson, Stock- 
ton-on-Tees. 

Lowson, Robt Hodgson, Romaldkirk, York. Pet April 6. Barnard 
Castle, April 24.at 12. Nixon, Barnard Castle. 

Lythe, Richd, Gt Broughton, York, Blacksmith. Pet April6. Leeds, 
April 29 at 11. Mason, York. 

Middleton, John, Allington, Dorset, Beerhouse-keeper. Pet April 2, 
Bridport, May 7 at 12. Loggin, Bridport. 

Mitarachi, Geo Theodore, Manchester, Comm Agent, Pet April 9, 
Manch, May 1 at 11. Sale & Co, Manch. : 
Morgan, Owen, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj March 18. Lpool, 

April 26 at I. 

Morgan, Saml, Gampston, Ironbridge, Salop, ont of business. Pet 
April 8. Birm,May 1 at12. Collis & Ure, Birm. . 

Oakley, Wm, Sheffield, Anvil Manufacturers. Pet April tl. Leeds, 
May 1 at 12, Fresten, Sheffiolk. ; 
Payne, Richd, Birm, Upholsterer. Pet April 10. Birm, May 10 at 10. 

Francis, Birm. , 

Pearson, Ralph Thompson, Hartlepool, Durham, Bookseller. Pet 
April 9. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, April 30 at 11.30. Hodge & Harle, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 

Perkins, Thos Goodwin, Peterborough, Northampton, Draper. Pet 
April 4. Peterborough, April 27 at 11. Smedley, Peterborough. 


Porter, Edwd, C heltenham, Gloucester, Rag Dealer. . Pet April % . 


Bristol, April 24 at 11. Henderson, Bristol. 


Prescott, Thos, Manch, Assistant to a Licensed Victualler. Pet April 3. . 


Manch, April 30 at 11. Stringer, Mench, 

Rainbow, Oliver, Bremsgrove, Worcester, Victualler.. Pet April 8: 
Birm, May 3 at12, Watkins, Worcester. 

Roberts, Geo, Bradford, York, Grocer. Pet April 8. Bradford, May 1T 
at 10, Cross, Bradford. 


Roberts, Wm, Bridgnorth, Salop, Innkeeper. Pet April8. Bridgnorth, ' 


May 6 at 12. Batle, Bridgnorth, 


Smith, John, Wakefield, York, Beerseller. Pet April 8. Wakefield, — 


April 27 at 11. Fernandes & Gill, Wakefield. 


Smith, Edwd, Lpool, Dealer in Fruit. Pet April 10. Lpool, April29 


ati}. Henry, Lpool. 

Soper, John Lampeer, Petertavy, Devon, Grocer. Pet April9. Tavis- 
tock, April24at 12. Brian, Plymouth. 

Stringer, Geo, Birm, Tailor. Pet April 10. Birm, April 26 at 12. Snow;. 
Bi ; 


irm. 
Sutton Wm, Chesterton, Stafford, Collior. Pet April 1. Neweastle- - 


Wunde,r-Lyme, April 27 at 11. Tennant, Hanley. 

Turnbull, Geo, Witton-pk, Durham, out of business Pet April 8. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyno, April 30 at 12, Hutchinson, Stanhope. 

Turner, Fredk, Brighton. Bath Attendant. Pet April 6. Brighton, 
April 25at11, Mills, Brighton. 


Vesey, Sam, Manch, Merchant. Pet March 29. Manch, May 6 at 11. ' 


Crowther, Manch. 

Warren, Mary, Hambledon, Hants, Widow. Pet April 8. Bishops 
Waltham, April 29 at 11. White, Portsea. 

Way, Panl, Landport, Hants. Pet April 6. Portsmouth, April 25 at 
12. White, Portsea. 

Wheatcroft, Adelphus Edwd, & Thos Balleny Turner, Litchurch, 
Derby, Wire Weavers. Pet April8. Birm, April 30 at 11. Gamble: 
& Leech, Derby. 

Williams, Thos, Priscner for Debt,© Monmouth. Adj April 9. Bristol, 
April 24at 11. 

Williams, Howell, Mount St Albans, nr Carleon, Monmouth, Farm 
Bailiff. Pet —_ 4. Bridgend, April 17 at 12. Middleton, Bridgend, 

Wood, Jas, Brighton, Sussex, Coal Merchant. Pet April8. Brighton,. 
April26at11. Lamb, Brighton, 

Woolnough, Chas, Aireyille, York. Pet Aprill0. Leeds, April 25 at 
ll, Tennant & Co, Leeds. 

Wynne, Chas,Glinton, Northampton, Innkeeper. Pet April 6. Peter-. 
borough, April 27 at 12, Brown, Deeping. 


Tvrspay, April 16, 1867, 
To Surrender in London. 


Amos, Hy Thos, Hewlett-rd, Victoria-pk, out of business, Pet April 
ll. May 2at 12. McMillin, Bloomsbury-sq. 

Bent, John Thos Hamlyn, Grafton -st East, Enston-sq,Gent. Pet April 
12, May 2at8, Parker, King-st, Cheapside, 

Billbee, Edwd, Devonshire-pl, Bull-lane, Stepney, Tea Grocer. Pet 
April 10. May tat2, Steadman, Mason’s-avenue, Coleman-st. 

Black, Win, Wandseworth-lane, Under Gardener. Pet April 11. May 2° 
at 12. Lewis & Co, Basinghall-st, 

Brown, Wm, Park-wall, Rag and Bottle Merchant. Pet Apzil 12. 
May 3 at 2, Hicks, Coleman-st. 

Butcher, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April9. May 8 at 12. 
Smith, Southampton-st. 

Collins, Edwd Jas Mortimer, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 11. 
May lat ii. Miles, Coleman. st, 

Cutler, Gee, jun, Wenlock-rd, City-rd, Boiler Maker. Pet Aprif 12. 
May 8at12. Young, Serjeant’s-inn. 

Dixon, Geo, Sun-ct, Upper Whitecross-st, Fringe Manufacturer. Pet 
April 11. = AY atl2. Chidley, Old Jewry. 2 

Dodson, Geo Peter, Je “st, Piccadilly, Attorney-at-Law. Pet April 
13, May 2at12. Orchard, John-st, Bedford-row. 


Edward, Robt Richd, St Thomas-st, Southwark, Merchant. Pet April 
11. April 29at2. Bradley, Fenchurch-st. 
Herbert, Robt Mayow, Philpot-lane, Spice Merchant. Pet April & 
May lat 2, Miller & Stubbs, Eastcheap. 
Ty Thos, Craven-pl, High-rd, Kensington, Grocer. Pet April 8.. 
y 2atil, Ashby, Clement’s-lane, Lombard-st. 
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Hows, John, Brentwood, Essex, Butcher, Pet April 11.. April 29 atz. 
Brown, Weaver’s-hall, Basinghall-st : 

Meinhardt, Saml, Crosby-hall-chumbers, Bishopsgate-st, Merchant. 
Pet April 8, May (3at11. Wontner & Sons, bucklersbury. 

Muddelle, John, St Stephen’s-sq, Bayswater, Contractor. Adj March 
19. May 8at2. Wilkins & Co, St Swithin’s-lane. 

Niemeyer, fredk, Gt Portland-st, Tailor. Pet April 11. May 8 atl. 
Miller & Miller, Sherborne-lane. 

Parkinson, Catherine, Pentonvilie rd, Spinster. Pet Aprilll, May 8 
atl. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st, 

Smith, Robt Hayes, Brook-st, Euston rd, no occupation. Pet April 11. 
May 2at1l. Spicer, Staple-inn. 

Spark, Alfred, Winchester-ter, Caledonian-rd, General Dealer. Pet 
April 11. May 8 at 1.- Pittman, Basinghall-st. 

Vibart, Wm Edwd Frere, Percy-circus, Lloyd-sq, Islington, out of bu- 
siness. Pet Aprilll. May latil. Wood, Bucklersbury. 

Weller, Fras, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet April 12 (for pau). May 
iatll. Miles, Coleman:st. 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Blackburn, Elijah, Birm, Cordwainer. Pet March 22 (for pau). War- 
wick, May 10 at Ic. 
Blackham, John. Tipton, Stafford, Cinder Burner, Pet April2. Dud- 
ley, April 29 at 11. Warmington, Dudley. 
Bray, Wm, Plymouth, Devon, Cabinet Maker. Pet April 15. East 
Pet April 11. 





Stonehouse, May | at ll. Gilbard, Devonport. 
Claridge, Daniel, Coventry, Warwick, Horse Dealer. 
Birm, April 26 at 12. Smallbone, Coventry. 
Clarke, John, Leicester, Furniture Broker. Pet April 10. Leicester, 
May 4 at 10. Owston, Leicester, 

Coles, Timothy, Stratford-upon-Avon, out of business. Pet April ll, 
Stratford-npon-Avon, April 30at1!, Overell, Leamington Priors. 
Collinge, Hy, Salford, Lancaster, Commercial Traveller. Pet April 13. 

Salford, April 27 at 9.30. Woodall, Manchester. 
Cooper, soonett Leicester, Farm Bailiff. Pet April 13. Birm, April 
20 at 11. axby, Leicester. . 
Crick, Fredk Geo, Westfield, Ordsall, Nottingham, Railway Clerk. Pet 
April 12. East Retford, April 29 at 10. Marshall, jun, East Retford. 
Davis, Isaac, Kingswood, Gloucester, Carpenter. Pet April9. Bristol, 
May 3 at 12. Shipton. 

Davies, Thos, Wyle Cop, Shrewsbury, Grocer. 
bury, April 26at 11. Davies, Shrewsbury. 

Down, Wm, Merton, Devon, Wheelwright, Pet April 13. 
May 2 ati2. Tapley, Torrington. 

Dyson, Geo, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Pet Aprill2. Leeds, May 2 
at ll. Pullan, Leeds, 

Farmer, Wm, sen, Belton, Leicester, Sadd'er. Pet April 11. 
borough, April 27 at 10. Goode, Loughborough. 

Flatt, Wm, Holbeck, Leeds, Painter. Pet April 13. Leeds, May 9 at 
12, Middleton, Leeds. 


Pet April 11. Shrews- 


Torrington, 


Lough- 


Foster, Joseph, Sherburn, York, Innkeeper. Pet April 12. Leeds, 
April 29.at 11.  Spirets, Leeds. 
Foster, Wm, Winterborne Whitchurch, Dorset, Innkeeper. Pet April 


13. Blandford, April 27 at 3. Atkinson, Blandford, 

Gallagher, John, Church, nr Accrington, Lancaster, Weaver. Pet 

: = 6(for pau). Lancaster, April 26 at 12. Johnson & Tilly, Lan- 
caster, 

Gregory, Jus, Houghton Regis, Bedford. Hay Dealer. Pet April 13. 
Luton, April 29 at 4. Simpson, St Alban’s. 

Griffin, Reuben, Kingston-upon-Hull, Painter. Pet April 11. King- 
ston-upon-Hull, April 27 at 11. Summers, Hull. 

Gurr, Wm, Snargate, Kent, Carrier. Pet April6. Romney, April 26 
atll. Minter, Folkstone. 

Harrison, Mich!, Escombe Woodside, Witton Park, Durham, Licensed 
Victualler, Pet April8, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, April 30 at 1, Hut- 
chinson, Stanhope. 

Johnson, Wm, Stokesley, York, Journeyman Blacksmith. Pet April 6. 
Stokesley, April 29 at 10. Jackson, Stokesley. 

Kearsey, Richd, Spaxton, Somerset, Farmer. Pet April 5. Exeter, 
April 30at11, Clarke, Exeter. 

Kilby, Wm Jas. Birm, out of business, Pet Aprilll. Birm, May 10 
atl0. Ansell, Birm, 

Kyght, Richd, Didbrook, Gloucester, Shoemaker. Pet April 10. Winch- 
comb, April 24at 10. Wood, Winchcomb. 

t, Hy, Norton, Suffolk, Rake Maker. Pet April 11. Bury St Ed- 
munds, April 27 at 12. Salmon, Bury St Edmunds. 

<< ve. -~ apes Carver. Pet Aprilll. Lpool, April 26 at 8. Tus- 

and, Lpoo 

Maginnes, John, James Pit, Camberland, Stableman. Pet Apri! 12. 
Whitehaven, May 6at 2. McKelvie, Whitehaven. 

Mathias, Benj, Narberth, Pembroke, Labourer. Pet April 13. Nar- 
berth, May 2at 11. Lascelles, Narberth. 

Notley, Geo, Weymouth, Dorset, Baker. Pet April 9. Exeter, April 
30 at11. Terrell & Petherick, Exeter. 

‘Oddy, John, Leeds, Shoe Manufacturer, Pet April 12. Leeds, April 
ZWatil. Pullan, Leeds. 

‘Ogden, Saml, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj March 20, Manch, 
April 30 at 1), 

Padget, Saml, Preston, Woollen Draper. Pet April12. Preston, April 
27at 12. Blackhurst, Preston. 

Parr, Geo, Holbeach, Lincoln, Publican, Pet April 12, Holbeach, 
April 29 at 11. Sturton, Holbeach. 

‘Phillips, Evan, Glanmyddlyn Farm, Llantrissent, Glamorgan, Farmer. 
Pet April 11, Pontypridd, April 27 at 11, Thomas, Pontypridd, 

Rogers, Hy, Hulme, Lancaster, Hairdresser, Pet April ll. Salford, 
April 27 at 9.30. Chorlton, Manch. 

Sherhod, Robt, Darlington, Durham, Builder, Pet April 12. Darling- 
ton, April 27 at 10, Robinson, Darlington. 

Smiley, Geo, Carlisle. Innkeeper. Pet April 11, Carlisle, April 30 at 
11. Wannop, Carlisle. 

Snowden, Geo, Goole, York, Tailor. Pet April 11. Goole, April 27 at 
12. Harle, Leeds. . 

Soper, Wm Hy, Torquay, Devon, Coach Builder, Pet April 6. Exeter, 
May lati, Floud, Exeter. 

Tayler, John, Gatherington, Gloucester, Horse Dealer. Pet April 12. 
Bristol, April 26 at 11. Chesshyne, Cheltenham, 

Wade, Edwd, Northwich, Chester, Furrier, Pet April 10. Manch, 

May Gat 12. Sule & Co, Manch, 





ba oe Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj March 20. Manch 
April 30 at 9.30. 
Wild, Thos. Canton, Glamorgan, ont of business. Pet April ll. Car- 
diff, April 29 at 11. Raby, Cardiff. 
Williamson, John, Lincoln, Tailor. Pet April il. Lincoln, April 24 at 
11. Brown & Son, Lincoln. 
Wood, John, Bute Docks, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Printer. Pet April 11. 
Bristol, April 26 at 11. Waldron, Cardiff. 
Yates, Thos, Wakefield. York, Coal Factor. Pet Aprillil. Wakefield, 
April 47 at 11. Nettleton, Wakefield. 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, April 12, 1867. 
Page, Wm Augustus, Abchurch-lane. Comm Agent. April 11. 
Garraway, Geo, Riches-ct, Lime-st, Merchant. - April 11. 
Toxspay, April 16, 1867. 
Reid, Archibald, Foster-lane, Cheapside, Warehouseman. April 11. 


Cohen, Joseph, Middlesex-st, Rag Merchant. April 10. 


Lazarus, Jas, Wilson-st, Finsbury, General Merchant. April 15. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

‘ Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
‘orm:— - 
FrvrosaL For Loay ow Mortcaces. 

Date...... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor’ 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term certata, ar by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land vr build~ 
ngs, stute the net annual income) 

State what Life Policy (if anv) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 
Y ATES 


AND ALEXANDER 
PRINTERS,. 
7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 

Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills of Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c. 

Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms. 

Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
General Printing. 


ILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS, 
FOR CASH, 4s, 6d. PER PAGE, 
A Lower Charge tian has hitherto been offered by the Trade, 
Price iF put To Account, 
10 Copies. 20 Copies. 30 Copies, 
8 pages..,......£2 28. 0s, £2 38. 6d. £2 4s. Gd. 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C, 








50 Copies. 
£2 6s, 6d. 





LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 

HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s. 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. Gd. Tea-trays, 
ls, 6d. set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s *he set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d. ; Coal Scuttles, 2s,6d. A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been ceieurated fer 50 years, 
Ivory Table Knives, }4s., l6s., and 18s, per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and Forks, 8s, 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 3s. and 10s. All war- 
ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawiags, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing [ronmon- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free. Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their estabiishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 

er rail, 

: RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 

ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pose 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in avvearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver, Fiddle Pattern, Thread. King's, 








£:a. a. £3. 4. £3 a £8. @ 
Table Forks, perdoz...... 110 QOandl is 0 238 0 300 
Dessert ditto ........00.. 1 G Gand! 0 0 115 @ 220 
Table Spoons .........052 110 Qandl ls 0 238 0 3086 
Dessert clitto ... 1 0 Qandil lo 0 115 0 3.3.0 
Tea Spoons ..scceveseoeee O12 QandO 18 0 i3 6 i. 0 


Every Article for the Table asiu Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon fore 
warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON. 
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recently-admitted Solicitor wishes a CONVEY- 

ANCING CLERKSHIP in a good office in town. Has excellent 
references. Isa University Prizeman and a Graduate.—X.Y.Z. Jerusalem 
Coffee-house, City. 


HAMBERS TO LET, in the New Building, No. 

40, Chancery-lane, called Lincoln’s-inn-chambers, viz., one Suite 

of Six Rooms, and one Suite of Three Rooms on the Ground Floor, several 

on the half-Basement, and Two Rooms only on the Second Floor. Apply 

to Mr. Frederick Chifferiel, Law Stationer, 34 and 35, Cursitor street, 
Chancery-lane, E.C. 


FFICES to be LET (Chancery-lane)—First, second, 
and third floors ; large, light, and airy.—Apply to Mr. Henry 
Green, No. 119, opposite Serjeants’-inn. 


BOROUGH OF LIVERPOOL. 


LOANS OF MONEY. , 

he CORPORATION of LIVERPOOL, being em- 

powered by Act of Parliament to borrow Money on the Security of 

“ The Public Parks, &c., Rate,” for the purpose of providing Public Parks 

and Places of Recreation for the Inhabitants of the Borough. are prepared 

to receive LOANS for periods of Three, Five, or Seven Years, at Four 

— Ten Shillings per Centum per Annum Interest, payable Half- 

yearly. 

Communications to be addressed to the Treasurer, Mr, ARCHIBALD 

Tweepi£, Town Hall, Liverpool. 


By order, 
JOSEPH RAYNER, Town Clerk. 














Town Hatt, 
Liverpool, 15th April, 1867. 


OROUGH OF LIVERPOOL.—The Town Counc il 

of Liverpool require the services of a duly qualified Solicitor as 
DEPUTY TOWN CLERK. Salary, £600. Applications, with testi- 
monials, to be addressed to the Town Clerk, Liverpool, not later than the 


18th May, 1867. By Order, 
JOSEPH RAYNER, Town Clerk. 
Town Hall, Liverpool, 18th April, 1867. 


~ TARTLING REVELATIONS! or, WHrre SHALL 
we Seex Justice? A Lesson in Law and Appeal to the House of 
Lords in the matter of the Accidental Death and Marine Insurance Cor- 
ration. By the author of ** Everybody’s Business.” Dedicated to the 
oreign and English Investor, to Legislators, and to Everybody. The 
dissertation 64., complete 5s. 6d. 
Sold by Mr. Groves, Post-office, 163, Strand, and all Bookseliers, 











Price 5s. 64.. large 4to,, bound cloth, post free 6 stamps extra. 
RENT BOOK, designed for the use of House 


Agents, Solicitors and House Owners. The most complete book 
yet published. 
Published by T. Perrir and Co., 23, Frith-street, Soho, London, W. 


Price 1s., stamped 5s., re free. z 
RECEIPT BOOK for RENT, neatly lithographed, 
containing fifty forms, with offcut perforated. 
T. Pettitt aud Co, 23, Frith-street, Soho, London, W. 








In the Press, = 

TREATISE ON HINDU LAW, comprising the 
decisions in the Privy Council, and im the High Courts of the 
different Presidencies since their establishment. By Standish Grove 
Grady, Barrister-at-Law and Recorder of Gravesend, and Sanjiva Rao 

Vakeel, on the appellate side of the High Court of Madras. 
Wixpy & Sons, Lincoln’s-inn-archway, and Gantz, Baotugrs, Madras. 
A TREATISE ON THE ENGLISH LAW OF 
DOMICIL. Dedicated, by permission, to Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Richard Torin Kindersley. By OLIVER STEPHEN ROUND, Esq., of 

Lincoin’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. 
London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, 


Just published, Second Edition, price 3s. 


HE LAW OF TRADE MARKS, with some 

account of its History and Development in the Decisions of the 

Courts of Law and Equity. By EDWARD LLOYD, Esq., of Lincoln's, 
inn, Barrister-at-Law, London, 





In one volume, crown 8vo., price 3s. 





“I arc indebted to the very valuable little publication of Mr. Lloy i 
who has coilected all the anthorities on this subject.”—V.C. Woop, iu 
McAndrew v. Bassett, March 4. 


London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 








BY ROYAL COMMAND. 
METALLIC PEN MAKER TO THE QUEEN. 
OSEPH GILLOTT respectfully directs the atten- 
#7 tion of the Commercial Public, and of all who use Steel Pens, to 
the ineomparable excellence of his productions, which for Quality of 
Material, Easy Action, and Great Durabilit7, will ensure universal pre-e 


They can be obtained, retail, of every dealer in the world; wholesale 
at the Works, Graham-street, Birmingham ; 91, John-street, New Y ork, 
ard at 37, Gracechurch-street, 





‘{*O SOLICITORS, &e., requiring DEED BOXES, 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 334, Strand, opposite Somerset House, 
nearly 50 years, Orders ebove £2 sent carriage free, 


Lists 





THE COMPANIES ACT, 1862. 


} Mifwaid requisite under the above Act supplied on 
the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock 
for immediate use. ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER- 
TIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed and 
executed. No charge for sketches. 
Companies Fee Stamps. 
ASH & FLINT, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet~ 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn), 


O SOLICITORS.—OFFICE FOR PATENTS, 
1, SERLE-STREET, LINCOLN’S-INN, W.C. 
Messrs. Davies & Hunt procure British and Foreign Patents, &c., at 
most moderate charges, and to solicitors at agency rates. 
Solicitors and intending Patentees should obtain their “ Handbook 
for Inventors,’’ gratis on application or by letter. 


HAT IS YOUR CREST AND MOTTO ?— 

Send name and county to Culleton’s Heraldic Office, with 3s, 6d. 

- way gl in — a erage 6s. ~ arms to —- and wife 

ended, @ proper colours servants’ livery. Family pedigrees 

traced. Culleton’s book of family crests and mottoes, 4,000 engravings, 

printed in colours, £10 10s. The Manual of Heraldry, 490 engravings, 

3s. 6d.; crest engraved on seals, rings, and dies, 7s. 6d.; book plate 

engraved with arms, 2ls.—T. CuLtgsrox, Genealogist, 25, Cranbourne. 
street, corner of St. Martin’s-lane. 


Pygmy ty EMBOSSING PRESSES, 21s., for 
Stamping Paper with Crest, Monogram, or Address, Anyone can 
use them.—25, Cranbourne-street. 


ys Engraved with Arms and Crest, 21s. 

Livery-button Dies, 2 gs. Crest on silver spoons or forks, 5s. per 
dozen; Crest on seals or steel dies, 7s. 6d. Desk Seals with engraved 
crest or monogram, 12s.—T. CotteTon, 25, Cranbourne-street. 


5 QUIRE OF PAPER, 38s., Stamped with Monogram ; 
100 Envelopes, ls. 64. No charge for engraving Steel Die with 
Monogram, Crest, or Address, if an order be given for a Ream of very 
best paper and 500 Envel all Stamped, for 21s., or P.O. order, 
Monograms designed, }s.—25, Cranbourne-stre ‘t. 


ULLETON’S VISITING CARD.—A copper 
engraved and 50 superfine Cards printed for 2s,; post-free, 
—25, Cranbourne-street, 


— 


ULLETON’S PLATES for MARKING LINEN. 

The most permanent way of marking Linen with Crest, Monogram, 

or Name. Anyone can use them. Initial Plate,Is ; Name Plate, 2s. 6d. ; 

Set of Moveable Numbers, 2s. 6d.; Crest, 5s.; with directions, post-free 

for cash or stamps. By T. CutteTon, Seal Engraver to her Majesty and 

Diesinker to the Board of Trade, 25, Cranbourne-street (corner of St. 
Martin’s-lane), W.C. 


SOVEREIGN REMEDY for BAD TEA—A 
leaded package, containing five pounds of the most delicious 
BLACK TEA the world produces (and which will please everybody), sent 
csrriage free to any railway station or market town in England, on re- 
ceipt of post-office order or cheque for 20s., vy PHILLIPS & Co., Tea 
Merchants, 8, King William-street, Cicy, London, E.C. 
PHILLIPS & Co. have no agents, and no connection with any honse in 
Worcester or Swansea. 
A General Price List sent Post Free. 


TARRAGONES. 
BOTTLES AND CASES INCLUDED. 


Post Orders on Vere Street. 


CHARLES WARD AND SON 
WINE MERCHANTS, 
MAYFAIR, W., LONDON. 


TARRAGONES. 




















late 
s. 3d. 








—— 


per doz. 18° 





18s. per dec. 


per doz. 18s 


18s. per doz, 


LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 119, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


ENRY GREEN (many years with the late George 

Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 

the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 

of twenty years, in the special insertion of a}] pro forma notices, &c., and 

hereby solicits their continued support.-N.B. One copy of advertisement 

only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. Parlia- 
mentary notices specially considered. 


as SMOKER’S BONBON effectually removes 

the Taste and Sme!l of Tobacco from the Mouth and Breath, and 
renders Smoking agreeable and safe. It is very pleasant and wholesome. 
P red b atent process, from the recipe of an eminent ph sician, 
by SCHOOLIN & Co., Wholesale Confectioners, Bethnal-green, London, 
in Sixpenny and Shilling boxes; post free, 7 and 14 stamps,—Sold by 
Chemists, Tobacconists, &c. 
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RIENTAL Palen ORPORATION. 

Incorporated b: al Charter, August, 1551. Paid-up Capital 
£1,500,000 ; pecs | Food, £444,000, » Capt 

COURT OF DIRECTORS. 
CnarrmaN—HARRY GEORGE GORDON, Esq. 
Depury-CuainMAN—WILLIAM SCOTT BINNEY, Esq. 
James Blyth, Esq. Lestock Robert Reid, Esq. 
Duncan James Kay, Esq. Patrick F. Robertson, Esq., M.P. 
Alexander Mackenzie, Esq. James Walker, Esq. 
Charles J. F. Stuart, Esq., Chief Manager. 


BANKERS, 
The Bank of England; The Union Bank of London. 

The Corporation grant drafts and negotiate or collect bills payable at 
Bombay, Calcutta, Madras, Pondicherry, Ceylon, Hong Kong, Shanghai, 
Yokohama, Singapore, Mauritius, Melbourne, and Sydney, on terms 
which may be ascertained at their office. They also issue circular notes 


“for the use of travellers by the Overland Route. 


They undertake the agency of parties connected with India, the pur- 
chase and sale of Indian securities, the safe custody of Indian Government 
paper, the receipt of interest dividends, pay, pensions, &c., and the 
effecting of remittances between the above-named dependencies, 

They also receive deposits of £100 and upwards, repayable at ten days’ 
notice, and also for longer periods, the terms for which may be ascer- 
tained on application at their office. 

Office hours, 10 to 3; Saturdays, 10 to 2. 

Threadneedle-street, London, 1867. 


YHE AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 


BANKERS. 

Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & Co., and BANK OF ENGLAND. 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 

Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong. 

Crrrext Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Derosits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
At4 ditto ditto 6 ditto ditto. 

At3 ditto ditto 3 ditto ditto. 

Exceprionat Rates for longer periods than twelve months, particulars 
of which may be obtained on application. 

Bitts issued at the current exchange of the day on any of the Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

Sates anp Prrcuases effected in British and foreign securities, in 
East India stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken 
Interest drawn, and army, navy, and civil pay and rensions realised. 

Every other description of banking business and money agency 


British and Indian, transacted, 
M. BALFOUR, Manager. 


HE LIVERPOOL and LONDON and GLOBE 
q INSURANCE COMPANY, 
Offices—}, Dale-street, Liverpool; 20 and 21, Poultry, 7, Cornhill, and 
Charing Cross, London. 

The Invested Funds now amount to £3,254,334. The Fire Revenue 
to £318.055, and that of the Life to £254,397. The moderate rates of 
premium, with a guaranteed fixed Bonus for the Life Policies of this 
Company, and their value as Special Securities to third parties, render 
them particularly advantageous. Whole world leave is granted on 
reasonable terms, and claims are paid thirty days after admission. 

JOHN ATKINS, Resident Secretary. 


ANNUITIES AND REVERSIONS. 
AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


68, Chancery-lane [ ondon. 
Caainman—The Right Hon. Russell Gurney, Q.C., M.P., Recorder of 
London. 
Depoty-Caamman—Sir W. J. Alexander, Bart., Q.C. 

Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred An- 
Duities granted in exchange for Reversiopary and Contingent Interests. 

Loans may also be obtained on the security of Reversions. 

Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endowments 
granted on favourable terms, 


Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, may 
be had at the office. ’ C. B. CLABON, See. 


‘HE GENERAL LAND DRAINAGE and IM- 
PROVEMENT COMPANY. 

Works of Drainage of any extent, Irrigation, Enclosing, Wood Grabb- 
ing, Roadmaking, Farm Houses, Farm Buildings, and Labourers’ Cott- 
ages, are execnted on all descriptions of property, whether freehold, en- 
tailed, mortgaged, trust, ecclesiustical, corporate, or collegiate, or loans 
Sranted for the purpose to landowners who desire to execute the works 
by their own agents and with their own plans, 

The whole of the outlay in the works, with all official expenses, may 

charged on the estate for a term of years to be fixed by the land- 
Owners, to meet the circumstances of tenants, 

No investigation of title being required, no legal expenses are incurred. 

Applications to be made to Mr, Horace Broke, the Secretary, at the 
Offices of the Company, 22, Whitehall-place, London, $.W. 


TYNIVERSITY LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
—Extension to Foundation Schools.— Additions in 1865 at the rate 
of 1} per cent. per annum, * CHARLES M'CABE, Seo. 


24, Suffolk-street, London, S.W 




















HE GENERAL REVERSIONARY AND IN- 

VESTMENT COMPANY, Office, 5, Whitehall, London, S.W. 

Established 1826. Further empowered by special Act of Parliament, 
14 and 15 Vict., cap. 130. Capital £500,000, 

The busi of this Company consists in the purchase of, or loans upon, 
reversionary interests, vested or contingent, in landed or funded pro- 
perty, or securities; also life interests in possession, as well as in expec- 
tation ; and pol:cies of assurance upon lives. 

Prespectuses and forms of proposals may be obtained from the Secre- 
tary, to whom all communications should be addressed. 

WM. BARWICK HODGE, Actuary and Secretary. 


CCIDENTS WILL HAPPEN, 
Everyone should therefore provide against them! 
£1000 ts casz or Deata, on £6 rex WEEK waite Lat vr By InzuRr 
CAUSED BY 
ACCIDENT OF ANY KIND, 
May be secured by an Annual Payment of from £3 to £6 5s. to the 
RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE COMPANY 
The oldest established Company in the World insuring against 
ACCIDENTS OF EVERY DESCRIPTION, 
64, CopNHILL, AND 10, Recent Street, Lonpow. 
WILLIAM J, VIAN, Secretary. 


WENTY THOUSAND POUNDS to be advance d 
on application, in sums of £100 and upwards by the 
PLANET PERMANENT BUILDING AND INVESTMENT SOCIETY 
Upon mortgage of House Property situate in any part of the 
United Kingdom, 
Monthly Repayments, including principal and interest, for each £100 
advanced (less a small premium) :— 

















6 years. | 8 years. | 10 years. | I2years. | 14 years. 
£s. da. 2s. 4. £s. 4. |} £8. a. £s. 4, 
113 2 162 1110 1 O19 2 017 0 





Redemption at any time by payment of balance of principal due. 
Established by Act of Parliament nineteen year: 
Annual business exceeds £300,000. . 

EDMUND W. RICHARDSON, Sec: etary. 
Offices, 39, City-road, London. 





| [N IVERSITY COLLEGE, LONDON.—Bvesing 
Law Classes. The Summer Term will begin on MONDAY, APR 
29th, 1867. The Courses are specially adapted for Students preparing 
for the LL.B. Examinations in the University of London, and for the 
Indian Civil Service Examinations. 
Roman Law.—First Lecture, April 29th, at 7.30.—Professor H. J. 
Ropy, M.A. 
Jurisprudence.—First Lecture, April 30th, at 6.30.—Reader J. 
Anstiz, Esq., B.A. 
Equity and Real Property Law.—First Lecture, April 29th, at 8.39.— 
Reader J. M. Sotomon, Esq., M.A. 
Common Law.—First Lecture, April 30th, at 8.30.—Reader, A. 
Cuartes, Esq., B.A. 
Indian Law.—First Lecture, April 29th, at 7.30. —Professor E. P, Woon, 
B.A. 
The First Lecture of each of the above Courses will be opento the 
public. 
Prospectuses may be obtained on application, either personal or by 
letter, at the Office cf the College, Gower-street, W.C. 
CHAS. ©, ATKINSON, 


April, 1867. Secretary to the Council. 


ASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS of the 
! SOLICITORS’ JOORNAL and WEEKLY REPORTER, can be had 
at the Office, or through apy Bookseller. Price 3s. 6d. and 7s. 6d. 


Periodical Sales (established 1843), appointed to take place the first 
Thursday in every month, of Absolute and Contingent Reversions to 
Funded and other Property, Life Interests, Annuities, Policies of Assu- 
rance, Advowsons, Next Presentations, Manorial Rights, Rent Charges, 
Post Obit Bonds, Debentures, Shares in Docks, Canals, Mines, Railways, 
Insurance Companies, and other public undertakings for the ensuing 


year. ss 
MBE. MARSH begs to announce that his PERIODI- 
CAL SALES (established in 1843), for the disposal of every de- 
scription of the avove-mentioned PROPERTY, take place on the first 
Thursday in each month throughout the ensuing year, at the Guildhall 
Coffeehouse, Gresham street :— 
May 2 July 4 September 5 November 7 
June 6 | August 1 October 3 December 5 
Notices of sales intended to be effected by the above means should be 
forwarded to Mr, Marsh at least a fortnight antecedent to the abeve 
dates.—45, Cannon-street, E.C. 











To Landowners, Trustees, Farmers, Solicitors, and Others. 
ESSRS. YEULETT & SON, Auctioneers, 
Valuers, and Land Surveyors, beg to inform the abeve they 
continue to make Surveys of Land and Valuations of Estates, Farms, 
&c., with promptitude, guaranteed accuracy, and despatch. Property 
submitted to Auction on moderav .erms, which may be kuown ou appli- 
cation at their Oitices, 13, Walbrook, Londoa, E.C. 

















» 
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R. ROBINS, of 5, Waterloo-place, Pall Mall, 

Auctioneer. Surveyor, &e , respectfully gives notice that his 

LIST of PROPERTY for SALE, including every class of inyestment 

some spccially eligible, will be forwarled post-free on application as 

above. . Money required on Mortgage, in sums of various amount, on 
good securities. 


[Sete age & SCHALLER (removed from Piccadilly ) 
—The INDEX, printed MONTHLY (first published in 1820), of 
ESTATES, Country and Town Houses, Manors, Hanting Quarters, Shoot- 

ngs and Fishings, Farms. &c., to be LET or SOLD, can be had (free) at 
their Offices, 25, Charles-stret, St. James’s, S.W., onposite the Junior 

United Service Club. Particulars inserted without charge, but for next 
publication must be forwarded before the 28th of each month. 


“The Collier’s Wood Estate, Lower Tooting.—A superior and substantial 
Family Mansion, seated in a well timbered park, and surrounded by 
beautiful pleasure grounds and gardens, in all 58 acres of Freehold 
Land, having an important frontage to the high road to Merton and 
Epsom, a'ready ripe for building, only five miles from London, and 
‘close to a railway station, presenting a favourable opportunity for a 
building operation on a large scale,or, if retained for a few years as a 
most attractive and convenient Residence tor a merchant or banker, 
certain to pove a most remunerative investment by its constant in- 
crease in value 


M R. PHILIP D. TUCKETT is instructed by the 

Executors to SELL by AUCTION, at the NEW AUCTION 
MART, Tokenhouse-vard, on TUESDAY, MAY the l4th, at ONE o'clock, 
>the distinguished and beautiful FREEHOLD ESTATE, known as Collier’s 
Wood, for upwards of 40 years the property end residence of the late 
Boyd Miller, Esq., situate only. five miles from town, at Lower Tooting, 
on the high road to Epsom. It comprises a superior family residence, 
‘containing outer and inner halls, handsome dining and drawing rooms, 
library and morning room, boudoir, ten bed rooms, two nurseries, ample 
domestic and out offices, with excellent stabling and coach-houses, farm- 
+uildings, two cottages for serv nts, tastefully arranged lawns and 
pleasure grounds, with artesian well, formiag a constant self-acting toun- 
tain, two excellent walled gardens, with range of vineries, hot houees, 
orangery, kc. The house stands in the centre of handsome park-like 
grounds, well screened by shrubberies, piantations, and fine ornamental 
timber, the whole comprising upwards of 58 acres of rich land, ina high 
state of cultivation, bounded by the high road, to which it has valuable 
frontages of nearly 2,000 feet, and by the Tooting, Merton, Wimbledon, 
and Brighton Railway,now nearly completed, with a station immediately 
-adjoining. Whether retained fora time as a choice residential estate, 
possessing in itself all the charms of the country within a drive of the 
city, and certain. by its increasing’ value, to more than repay the rent to 
an occupying owner, or as a building speculation, for which nearly the 
whole is immediately available, it affords an opportunity for advan- 
tageous investment such as is rarely offered to the public. One or two 
meadows will be offered in separate lots. 

Particulars may (shortly) be obtained of Mr. Bruce, at the mansion ; at 
“the Mart ; 

Messrs. YOUNG, MAPLES, TEESDALE, & NELSON, Solicitors, 
Frederick’s-place, Old Jewry, E.C. ; 

~or, with orders t» view, of Mr. PHILIP D. TUCKETT, Land Agent and 
Surveyor, 76, Old Broad-street, E.C., and (late Mr. Moxon) 3, St. Martin’s- 
place, Trafalger-square, W.C. 


Wandsworth-common, Peckham, Old Kent-read, Southwark, and 
Bartholomew-close.—Very lent L holds, for investment or 
early ocenpation. 

ME: PHILIP D. TUCKETT will SELL by AUC- 

TION, at the MAT, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on TUESDAY, 

‘MAY 14, at |, in Nine Lots, several very desirable LEASEHOLD 

PROPERTIES, comprising two attractive detached residences, with 

large gardens, known as Falmouth and Sydenham villas, Albert-road, 

Peckham, near to two railway stations ; a pair of superior semi-de- 

tached villas, with tastefully arranged gardens, known as Nos: | and 

“2, Sandwell-villas, delightfully situate, overlooking Wandsworth-com- 

mon, close to the railway station; two comfortabie residences, of 

moderate size, with large gardens, Nos.7 and 29, New-cross road, 
close to & station on the Sonth London Line; the valuable corner 
business premises, with large dwelling-house, No 730, Old Kent- 
road ; two well-bnilt dwelling-houses, Nos. 4 and 5, St George’s-road, 

Southwark; and three excellent dwelling houses in Middlesex-pas- 

«sage, Bartholomew close. Allin good repair, and most of them let to 

superior yearly tenants at old and very low rents. 

Particulars of ‘ 
Messrs. RICHD. and W. B. SMITII, Solicitors, 7, New-square, 
Lincoln’s-inn, ; 

at the Mart ; and of Mr. PHILIP D, TUCKETT, Land Agent and Sur- 

veyor, &c., 76, Old Broad-street, E.C.,and (late Mr, Moxon) 3, St. 

Martin’s-place, Trafalgar-square, W.C. 























Redhill.—Valnable Detached Freehold Cottage Residence, with large 
M4 frontage to high roa‘ls, suitabie fsr building purposes. 
ESSRS. BROMLEY, SON, & KELDAY have 
received instructions to offer to public COMPETITION, on 
TUESDAY, AVRIL 30th, 1867. at TWELVE for ONE o'clock, at the 
NEW AUCTION MART, Tokenhouse-yard, Bank, a va!uable FREE- 
HOLD PROPEKTY, known as Old Garlands, most pleasantly situate on 
the Brighton road, and being at the corner of the main road leading to 
Reigate, from which place it is distant only a mile anda half. It com- 
prises a neat cottage residence and about two acres of well arranged 
garden, which has frontaves to the high roads of 500ft., and is well 
adapted for the purposes of a building estate. Theabove premises are 
in the oceupation of the vendor, and will be sold with possession. The 
cottage can be divided from the building land, and as a whole is esti- 
game to be of the yalue of £100 per anaum. May be viewed only.by 
cards 
Partievlars and conditions of sale had of 
Messrs. J, & IT. N. SILLPYILLD, Solicitors No, 52, Lime-street, 


City ; 
at the Auction Mart; and of the auctioneers, Messrs. BROMLEY, | 
| s.AV. 


SON, & KELDAY, 114, Fenchurels street, and 17, Commercial-road, E. 





Redhill.—Valuable Freehold Premises, erected for a Public-house well 
laced at the corner of several roads. 
ESSRS. BROMLEY, SON, & KELDAY have 
| been directed to SELL by AUCTION, at the NEW AUCTION 
MART, Tokenhouse-yard, Bank. on TUESDAY, April 3), at TVELVE 
for ONE o'clock, valuable PREMISES, recently erected, and well adapted 
for a Public-house, to be called the New Inn, and being well situate on 
the Brighton-road, at the corner of the road leading to Reigate. They 
are substantially built, and from the position they occupy must do a fair 
amount of trade. They comprise a building of one story, contaiuing bar, 
bar parlour, public parlour, tap room, kitchen, and cellars; larg: club 
room, and four bed chambers. In the rear is excellent stabling for five 
horses, and large coach-houses. The whole is in hand, and possession 
will be given on completion of the purchase. May be viewed. 
Particulars and conditions of sale had of 
’ ‘Messrs. J. & T. SHEFFIELD, Solicitors, 52, Lime street. City; 
atthe Auction Mart; and of the auctioneers, Messrs. BROMLEY, SON, 
& KELDAY, 114, Fenchurch street, and 17, Commercial-road, EK. 


Valuable Freehold Villa Residence, most pleasantly situate in the village 
F of Acton, Middlesex, 

MESSRS. BROMLEY, SON, aud KELDAY will 
I SELL by AUCTION, on TUESDAY, APRIL 30. at the NEW 
AUCTION MART,at TWELVE for ONE o‘clock,a FREEHOLD COTT- 
AGE RESIDENCE, known as Castle-villa, and being well placed on 
rising ground to command a view of the village of Acton, It contains three 
bed chambers, drawing, dining, and breakfast rooms, kitchen, and conser- 
vatory; stabling, coach-house, and small garden ; and has frontages to 
two high roads ; at present in the occupation of the vendor, but of the 
estimated annual value of £55, May be viewed by per nission, and 

Particulars of sale had atthe Mart; andof the auctionsecs, 114, Fen- 

church-street, and 17, Commercial-road, E. 








Mile end.—Mercers’ Estate.— Valuable Leasehold Ground Rent, well se- 
cured upon 20 Dwelling houses. ‘ 

ESSRS. BROMLEY, SON, and KELDAY will 

SELL by AUCTION, on TUESDAY, APRIL 39, at TWELVE 

for ONE o'clock, at the NEW AUCTION MART, Tokenhous3-yard, Bank, 

a valuable and well secured LEASEHOLD GROUND RENT, amounting 
to £80 per annum. arising ont of 20 dwelling-houses, situate and bei 

Nos. 1 to 16 inclusive, Holmes-street, and 42 to 45 inclusivo, Dempsey- 

street, Mile-end; held upon lease direct from the Mercers’ Co:npany fora 

term expiring 1991, at £20 per annum, 
Particulars of sale may be had of 

Messrs. J & T. N. SHEFFIELD, Solicitors, 52, Lime-street, City; 

place of sale; and of the auctioneers, Messrs. BROMLEY, SON, & 


| KELDAY, No. 114, Fenchurch-street, and I7, Commercial-road, E. 





Near Maidstone, Kent.—On the river Medway, and adjoining the tura- 
pike road for a considerab! : distance from Maidstone to Rochester and 
Chatham.—The old-established Pottery and Brick Works of the Ayles- 
ford Pottery Company, with the whole of the capital machinery, 
patent and Scotch kilns and other erections, sheds, stables, and 
numerous modern brick cottages, with wharves on the Medway, and 
tramways connecting the same with the pottery works, together with 
about 265 acres of capital, sound agricultural land, affording an almost 
inexhaustible supply of the best gault clay and gray chalk, farm 
homesteads, and a brick-built paper-mill, known as Pratling-street 
Mill, with storehouses and premises, situate In the parisiss of Ayles 
ford, Burham,and Boxley; the whole of which is frecho'd. With 
possession of the works on completion of the purchase. 

ESSRS. DANIEL SMITH, SON, & OAKLEY 
| have received instructions to offer for SALE by AUCTION, at 
the NEW AUCTION MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on THURSDAY, 
the 30th day of MAY next, at TWO precisely, in One Jot, the above 
highly important FREEHOLD COMMERCIAL ESTATE, which pre- 
sents a fine opportunity to speculators for investment of capital and pro- 
fitable occupation. The works are in full trade, and com nial a large 
and lucrative business, manufactaring the best gault clay into bricks, 
sewer and drain pipes, for which there is a great and increasing d2mand, 
this description ef bricks being used extensively in the Metropolitan Main 

Drainage Works. The extensive manufacturing premises are well built 

of brick, placed so that the communication with the wharves (which are 

quayed with ragstone) by the tramways is easy and direct The build- 


iags comprise the pottery (a large square building of thres flyors, with 


six circular pottery kilns, each with six furnaces), manufacturing and 
moulding rooms, fitted. with the best description of machinzry. There 
are rumerous making and drying sheds, with flues, so that the manufac- 
ture proceeds throughout the year. Two HoYman’s patent brick kilns 
(one with 24 and the other with 16 compartments), with large octagon 
shafts (145 feet and 130 fect respectively), six Scotch kiins, several dry- 
clay patent brick machines by Bridley and Craven, and roller wire cutt- 
ing machines, two pairs of very powerful clay crushing rollers with 
hoists, pug-mill, &c., weighbridges, &c. ; the machinery being driven by 
a Galloway's 16-house power double cylinder condensing eagine, & 
50-horse power condensing b2am-engiae, and tw» 29-hors2 power high- 
pressure horizontal engines. supplied by four steam boilers by Duna, 
Hatterslay, & Co., and other mkers. The clay pit has been well de- 
veloped, and exposes an extensive face of the finest blue clay. The 
chalk may be considered to be of the same desgription as that from which 
the finest quality of gray line is mide on the adjoining estates, a 
would of itself prove a most profitable investment, ‘The land is of excel- 
lent staple, capable of producing abundant crops, and is divided into 
arable, pasture, hops, and woodlands, known as Great Cossington and 
Little Cossington Farms, with suitable farmhouses and premises, in the 
hands of responsible tenants, whose tenancies w.li expire in 1369, Prat- 
ling-street Miil, used for the manufacture of paper boards, &c., driven 
by an overshot wheel, let on a repairing lease, of which about7 years ace 
unexpired. The cottages ure modern and well-built, and form an im- 
portant adjunet to the pottery works, ‘The whole estate is sapptied with 
abundanee of pure water from a never failing spring. 
Particulars inay be obtaine | of ‘ 
Messrs. MAYNARD, SON, MARKSY, & DENTON, Splicitors, 57, 
Coleman-street, B.0. 5 ' ’ 

at the place of sale; and. of Messrs. DANIEG SMITH, SON, & 
OAKLEY, Land Agents/and Surveyors, 10, Watecloo-place, Pall-mail, 
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